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A True FE 


NARRATIVE 


OF.19 3 


Poztſmouth 
DISPUTATION); 


Between ſome Miniſters of the Pres- 
byterian, and others of the Bapt:ſt, 
Perſuaſion, concerning the Subjects 
ard Manner of Baptiſm: _ 


Held in Mr. Williams's Meeting-place there 
on Wedweſdg, Feb. 22. 1694. 
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-—. 2 MANAGERS 


For the Prezbyterians were, For the Baptiſts were, 


M-. Samuel Chandler of Fare- | Dr. Wiliam Ruſſel of Loridon. 
ham. | Mr. John Williams of Eaſt 
Mr. Lc:gh of Newport in the Knoyle in Wiltſhire. 
1/te of Wight. | Mr. John Sharp of Froome-in 
Mr. Robinſon of Hungerford | Somerſetſhire, Moderator. 
in Berks, Moderator. 


Tranſcribed from ewo — taken at the Diſpute ; rhe 
one by Mr. B:ſe! Town- Clerk of Por:ſmourh, and the 
other by Mr. Samuel Ring. 
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Revis'd and-Publiſh'd | by Dr. William w Ruſſel, 
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Ir Loader, crinted for ob Sprmmt , at the Bell 
| | in Little-Britain. 1699, 
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To the moſt Honourable Governour, 


[ | 


Major-General E R LE 


| And the Honourable ' 1M 
Colonel G1IBSON,: % 


Deputy--Governour of His Ma- 
jeſty's Garriſon of Portſ#outh 


THIS 
NARRATIVE 


Is humbly Dedicyted, 


S a grateful Acknowledgment of that 

Favour you did us, n your Applicatie 

on to His Auguſt Majeſty, to know 

his Pleaſure whether you might admit 
of a Diſputation betwixt the Miniſters of the 
Presbyterian and thoſe of the Baptiſi”s Periwa- 4 
ſion, (of which this is the be{t Account the-. 
Publiſber could obtain;) whereupon His Majeſty, 
out of his wonted Clemency, as an | 
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thay innate Goodneſs which he hath always ma- 
Hed towards-his Diffenting Proteſtant Sub- 

| pleatedrto Tet us have His 

n anſwer to your Requeſt. 


parks 
f b ; « 

F Royal Permiſtion, 1 
| 41/313 VOU e*tr1 IONOCTA 
For which Favour, together with the Liber- 
t/,we epjoy, in the free Exerciſe of our Religi- 
n;-ve defire to lay told” on this Occaften, to 
xprz5 our Thankfulneſs to God.and the Kzng 3 
 brayinfor His Mijeſts Health and Proſperity in 

this. Nyrld,. and. that Gol wou!d vouchſafe to en" 

rich jid, with « Crown of Glory is the.World to 
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To my much Eſteemed and Beloved 
' Brethren in the Lord, 


Mr. THOMAS BOWES, 


Meſſenger and Paſtor of the Congregation of 
Baptized Believers at Portſmonth ; 


un AND oc pn 
Mr. FOHN WEBBEX, 


Paſtor of the Church of Chrift at Goſport under 
the ſame Profeffion of Believers Baptiſm in Water: 


Together with the Congregations to whom tiwy 
belong: | 


Fiſhing your Increafe in Grace, 'and in the Knowledge 0 
our Lord Teſus Cbriſt ; and that God W! uld aid ts eur % 


number daily ſuch as ſhall be ſavsd.* 


Honoured and Beloved Brethren, | ; 


W Have thought meet to make this Dedication 4/ſo to yorr, be- 
cauſe ye were not only eye and ear Witneſſes of what paſs ta 
the Diſputation 3 bxt were privy to all the Circzmſtances 
with which it was attended, and were the ſole Cauſe of my 

being engaged in it, How it was managed you beſt now, and 
therefore are proper Tudges of the matters of fatt related in this 
Narrative. For my own part, I have took much Pains, and nſea 
great Care and Conſideration in the Review of thoſe Papers you 


ſent me from thnſe that wrote down the Diſpute, that, I might do 
0 Wrong to either. Party. | | 


* And herein Thave had all the Helps I conld obtainrboth {rom 
our Brother Williams, who was engaged with mein the {ag 
ration ; from whom Ireceived ( by the hand: of Mr. Siagp,ew 
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. The Dedication. 


Moderator) an Acconnt of thoſe Arguments he offered, and 


what elſe he could remember, taken from his own mouth ; beſides 
the account T have had by Letters from divers other Perſons 
that were preſent. All which I have diligently compared, and 
b ve alſo endeavoured (ſo far as thoſe Accounts and my own 
AMemory would furniſh me therewith ) not only to give a true 
Narrative of what was ſpoken, but alſo to give our Antagoniſts 
Words their due weight as well as our own, 


And if there be. any thing omitted therein, they muſt blame 


themſelves, or their own Scribe, and not «us, For Mr. William | 


Leddell went ro 4r. Smith their Writer, and carried our Copy 
with him, and defired him to compare it with his : He anſwer- 


ed, that his was very imperfett, it being the firſt time he was | 
in 4 Diſpute, and he could not take it, but ſome things were i | 
_ out ; and ſaid, that it was not as yet "_ written over, Ar, 


Leddell waited «pen him a ſecond time, but could not obtain 4a 


fight of it to compare them together, although he was ſatisfies | 


it was then finiſhed. Now whether he did this of himſelf, or 
ty Advice from them, ts beſt known to himſelf. However, it 
leaves ns without blame. 

Thnow it is not proper for me ( who was principally concerned 
:n it) 10 ſay much concerning the Diſpute it ſelf : for my made 
Prblick, it's left to every one that reaas it to judge for himſelf. 
Nevertheleſs, it may not be amiſs to make ſome few Remarks 
»pon it; becauſe it may fall into ſome hands who may not well 
underſtand the G was of the Controver ſie. : 

1. I: is agreed on both fides, That Mr. Chandler's Sermons 
were the occaſion of that Offence taken by you, and of the Dil- 
pute it ſelf; as appears by the Preliminaries ſigned by Ir.Tho- 
mas Bowes and /y. William Leddell on oxr part, and alſo by 
Ar. Chandler and 7r. Williams on the part of the Presby- 
rerians: as You may fee in P. 3, 4+ 

2. The Objettions being made againſt what Mr. Chandler 
preach'd, it had keen his proper Work to have vindicated the 
Truth of his Doftrine againſt thoſe Objeflions, by the Antbority 
of Holy Scripture, But inſtead thereof, he puts us upon it to 
prove the contrary, But as the learned Dr. Smith did well ob- 


ferve, He that aſſerts muſt prove. ap their own Modera- 


ror did declare, that Mr. Chandler had ia his ga. aſſert- 
ed, that Infants are the Subjetts of Baptiſm, but told us we 
were net to call on him for that then. 
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The Dedication. 

3. 1 would make this farther Remark «pon it, That the Rea- 
fon why he took this method was, becauſe he was unable to prove 
what he had aſſerted : for in one of his Sermons he thus ſpeaks; 
But that I may proceed with the greater clearneſs, I ſhall do 
theſe things; firlt, prove from Scripture the Warrantableneſs 
of Infant-Baptiſm, &c. And to make his Aſſertion good, he 
cites the Commiſſion, Matth. 28. 19. for the Baptizing the In- 
fants of believing Parents, And argues upon it, that Diſciples 
were to be Baptized; and ( ſaith he) we have a plain Text 
that ſuch Infants are Diſciples, ee Acts 15. 10. And when 
our Saviour ſaith, Go make Dilciples, baptizing them, 7 
muſt be underſtood of ſuch Infants, Now as to his Pretemce 


| from Adts 15. 10, we did ſufficiently enervate that,” And as 
' for the Cimmiſſion, Mr. Leigh doth confeſs (as well as My- 


Chandler) that it is a Command, and that the Commard is 
expreſs'd, pag. 27: And farther ſaith, in pag, 28, We muſt all 
confeſs that [eſus Chriſt gave Commiſſion to Baptize Belie- 
vers when at the Age of maturity ; but afterwards the Chil- 
dren of thoſe Believers. Tet when My. Chandler begins to 
_— my firf# Argument, he affirms, That Chriſt hath no 
where expreſly commanded Infants to be Baptized. Ste p. 6. 
And if ſo, then Infants cannot be intended, either in that Com- 
miſſion, or any other place where there is a Command in Holy 
Scripture for Baptiſm, So that he needs no other Confutation 
than his own Conf; ton, in the preſence, as is ſuppoſed, of about 
2060 Witneſſes, 

4. As for their Conſequences which they were ſo deſirous to 
heve a Grant from me that I would allow them to make uſe of ; 
it's ver) "_ that if they can do any thing that way, it's 
Jet to be done ; for they did not offer them to us in the Diſputa- 
tion, but have reſerved them in their own Breaſts, as the Pope 
aoth his unwritten Traditions, And how they ſhould think the 
People ſhould be convinced of the truth of their Prattice, when 
they tell them there is no expreſs Command in Scripture = it, 
and pretend only they have ſome Conſequences to prove it by, aud 
get refuſe to tell what theſe Conſequences axe, it is beyond my 
Imagination, I can aſſure them, thoſe that can take up 4 $a- 
tisfattion in _ empty Pretences, are ſufficiently prepared to 
be Prieſt-ridden, with a witneſs. 

5. When they ſhould have proved (if they had known how ) 
that Infants are capable to be made Diſciples by the Miniſtry of 
Men, according to Chriſt's Commiſſion; they tell us ( ied 
| there! 
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thereof”) That Children are acconnted fo when they firſt entt# 

the School,. and call a School-maſter for their. Foncher, When 
the very naming of it confutes. themſelves, becauſe, they, are, ſo | 
far 'from' belng made Scholars, by Teaching, that they know wot 
one Letter of the Book, by their own Confeſſion... - , - * 

© 6. 1 caunot but obſerve how ſtreineaſly they oppoſed thens- 
ſelves againſt our way of Bapti%ung by Dipping ; and rejetted the 
Authority-of their qgwn Authors, aud divers of the greateſt Pro- 
reſtant Writers ſince the Reformation, who .bave aſſerted, ory | 
P+aftice thereis to be 'agreeable'to. the Etymology.of the Ward 
Beit, and the Praftice of John the Baptiſt, Christ and his | 
Apoſtles; and yet themſclyes can (wher it ts to ſerve ajTun) | 
prattiſe it the ſame way, by Plunging the Perſon over. Head and | 
Ears in Water, An J»uſtauce whereof, as received it (, well 


atteſted ) from ſever hands ( and the Perſ1s own Confeſſion ) 
;þ | | EN 


take as followet | PRIE 33.303 | 
To bach that Inſtance of Mr. Willamss about the Virgin 
Mary and our Saviour in arſwer to Ur. Leigh's Demand, | 
namely, to give him an T1ſtance of one Perſon that was burn | 
of a Believer, and was Baptized mien he game to.grown years, | 
ſee pag. 34, 35, Wecan give you an Account of one whofe\Pu- * 
rent Was 4 Believer -when he was born, and Baptized. when 
adult, by Mr. Earl the Presbyterian Miniſter at. Goſport, a 
Dipping, being about 40 years vf Age: And this was done by 
the Advice of ſeveral of their: Adinifters, particularly Adr. 
Chandler aud Mr, Williams. His Name ts Joſeph Fox; 
he is a near Neighbour of ours. And they did it.either by the 
Commiſſion, or, without regard to it, 1know not which; that. 
they beſt know, 4 | | : 
And by another hand T have this Account. - © | -. 
We have alſo thought fit to acquaint you with the Perſon, and * 
his Name, who was Baptized by the Presbyterians at Goſport ; 
which is as followeth : It was Mr. Toſeph- Fox, living in Gof- 
port ; who being (by our Brother Dake) defired ro anſwer 
him one thing, which was, Wherher, when he was Bap- 


_ tized by Mr. Earl, it was done by Dipping the whole Body 


under Water? And he ſaid, it was; and that in the Preſence 
of four Presbyterian Miniſters. 7/- was ackn»yw/-dged by hins 
0 or Brother Duke on the 201/) of \Viuch 1695-9, Avdwe 
do defire you ( if you think ji ) to p,.112 72 1m ſerie part of the 
Diſpute, that the World ma) '; 4cqutuinted with that Proceed- 
ing of theirs, - - 


Now 


The Dedication. 

Now by this Altion of theirs, if they believe it to be according 
to the Commiſſion, then they juſtify our Praftice ; if they av it 
for any by-end, without believing it to be according toGoa's Word, 
then (as Mr. Calvin ſaith) the whole Action is but. a Sport, 

Now, that My. Chandler can have. no other Thoughts of it, 
doth evidently appear from his own Words : for in his Sermon 
each d at Portſmouth Nov. 10. 1698. he ſaith, It is nor like- 
ly that that God that will have mercy and nor facrifice, 
would inſtitute an Ordinance fo prejudicial to the Bodies of 

Men: and that it's very unlikely that Dipping, which when- 
ever it is mentioned, is uſed as a Token of God's Vengeance, 
ſhould in this Sacrament be uſed as a Token of his Mercy. 
Where you read of Dipping, you find it mentioned in a way Y 
of Wrath and Vengeance. Thus the old World was Dip'd 
and Drowned for their Sins:: God's Vengean@® followed 
them, and they ſunk as Lead in the mighty Waters. Thus 
the Egyptians were Dip'd and Drowned in the Red Sea, 
Thus the Lord Jeſus Chriſt ſhall come down from Heaven, 
to render Vengeance on. his Adverſaries ; cloathed with Gar- 
ments Dip'd in blood, Rev. 19. 1 z [Here My. Chandler hath 
rendred that word Dip'd to inveigh and ridicule our Prattice of 
Dipping, although he could objett againſt it when I gave it for 
an Inſtance.) But he goes on, ſaying, You find ſhi Dipping 
repreſents in Scripture God's Vengeance and Difpleaſure. 
And fo I fay it is very unlikely, that what was always uſed 
as a Token of his Diſpleafure, ſhould in the New Teſtament - 
be uſed as a Token of Mercy. So that it is not neceſſary that 
Dipping be uſed in Baptiſm. 


To which I give ole ___ 
1. If 3t be / as he ſaith, then it was altogether unneceſſary 
that Mr. Erle (by his Conſent ) ſoould dip My. Fox's whole: 
Body under tht Water. © 

2. That it was not done in Mercy to him, thus to Baptize 
him; but in Vengeance, and as a Taken of God's Diſpleaſure. 

” That the Baptiſm pratiiſed by John the Dipper, xd thet 
of Chriſt and his Apoſtles, was not an Ordinance inſtituted of 
God in 4 way of Mercy, but appointed for the People in a way of 
Wrath and _—_— : for 1 hs given hin a cloud of Witneſ- 
ſes, that they aid adminiſter it by Dipping the whoſz Body un- 
der the Water. 

4- By this be doth condemn and ridicule all thoſe learned Prote- 
ftams Thave meniened; with many other: that might be named. 
P 


The Dxdication. 
And the Drvines of the Church of England ( as well ar we ) 
who appoint Dipping as the beft way of Baptizing (and Sprin- 
kling only in caſe of Weakneſs) and war uſed by them formerly 
as their frequent Prattice; and is aſſerged by ſome of their 
greateſt Divines, to be the old and beſt way of Baptizing : 
and is to this day the conſtant Prattice of the Greek Church, 

1 am alſo well aſſured from ſome other bands, that, upon the 
25th of Febr. laſt, a few days after the Diſpute, Ar. Leigh 
ſaid in the Preſence of divers Per ſont, That to ſatisfy a Serupu- 
lons 'Conſcience he would adminiſter Baptiſm by Dipping. 
Whereapon Mr, Williams arkt him if he would do it to anſwer, 
a Scrupuloys Conſcience without God's Word ? And he anſwered 
Nv. And I have reaſon to conclude that Ar. Leigh may believe 
rhat Dipping is the right way of Baptizing, whatever he might 
ſay in the tae 5f the Diſpute; becauſe he did ſay to divers 
perſons, That if it had been in a private Conference, where there 
had been but a few Perſons of a fide, he ſhould have made ſeve- 
ral C = which he was not williag to make in ſo great- 
an Aſſembly. Ard therefore I will not charge thoſe extravazant , 
Expreſſions of Mr. Chandler's upon him; 1, e. That Dipping 
was always nſed as a Token f Diſpleaſure. And ſurely Ar. 
Chandler had mightily forgot imſelf when he {aid ſo: for Naa- 
man the Syrian was commanaed to Dip himſelf, not in a way of 
Vengeance and Wrath, but in a way of Mercy: and he found, 
it to be ſo; for he was perfettly cured of his Lepropee thereby, 
1 would adviſe Mr. Chandler to read over Rom. 2. 1, 2; 3+ aud. 
conſider haw ſharply the Apoſtle reproves ſuch that condemn, 9-. 
thers, and yet ao the ſame things themſelves; and ſaith, Thou 
art inexcuſable, O Man, whoſoever thou art, thit judgeft ; 
for wherein thou judgeſt another, thou condemn; thy 
ſelf; for thou that judgeſt, doefſt* the, fame things. - - 

H:w, can he, or any of them, cond:mn our Prattice, when 
themſelves can dv st to ſatisfie a Sernpulous Conlcience, or, &c. 
And eſpecially Mr. Leigh, wh: confiſes it to be accordins.to the 
Werd of G1 ? And Mr. Erle hath done it by their Conſent, 

T ſhall now give you an Account from anocher hund written 
from Golport, in which (after he hath fignified his reſpebts to. 
me, Be.) he thus ſaith; Although they Took on your Argu- 
me*nts to bz of little weight, yet we think then to be of. tao 
great weight for them ro anſwer with all their Cunning, I 
hope thoſe that 'were-unprejudic'd will receive ſome Light, 
though they endeavoured (as much as in them lay) to cy 
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ken Counſel with their mutinous Carriage. But Truth will 
be Truth (till in ſpight cf all irs Oppotires; and will thine, 
though they would clond ir. This wAs written afier that vain 
boaſting Advertiſement of the Presbyrerians im the Polt- man, 
which was very pleaſing to their Party\at London, and made 
jo great a Noiſe all over the Nation, as if they haa gotten ſome 
veat Victory; although in truth it was nothing ſo: as will evs- 
aent ly appear by this Narrative. But my Friend proceeds, ſay- 
ing, I hope this Account I have herewith ſent you; will come 
fate to your hands; wherein you may ſee ſome of cheir Cu- 
riofiry, whereby they ſay they have confounded your Sophi- 
try. Four things ji obſerved im their Procezdings, which 
{ro 10e) condemned their Caule.. 

I. The want of ſo much as one bare Inſtance in Scrip- 
ture to confirm their Practice of Infant Baptiſm, | 

Il. When they required an Inſtance of a Believers Child 
Baprizcd when adult; 'and promiled when produced rhey 
would give us the Cauſe : wincit Inftance was given, and yer 
they perhilted 1n 1c as before. 

II. Their apoealing to the m__ ro.give their Aflert that 
they were fatished wirh Mr Ze:2hs Argument trom Adarth, 
19. '4. Of ſachis the Kingd:m of Heaven, by holding up thus 
hands: and it was o0blerved there were but few thar &id bold 
up their hands in compariſon of ſo great a Mylticude -ſup- * 
poſed by forme nor co be one 1n ftry , and by others, 2 much 
tewer number : fo that they were far from having the Opi-' 
nion of the People on their fide by way of Approbarion, 
whatever they may lay of themiclves ; witch was nur a hiutle 
Mortification to them. WETY 

EV. When they could not obtain it by Rigkr, rher\wauld 
nave it be theirs by mz1ohe, And this was evidenceg bv their 
repeated Clamours; which was not (when duly confidered ) 
ro their Honour, 

Befides, There have been two Conceffons made Gnce the 
Diſpute by themſelves, which were thete: 

1. Thar there was Credit gainsd to our Caulz by rhijs 
Difpure, 

2. That there was Truth and Chriſtianity in it. 

For my part, I am fatisficd in what was aid, and fo ate 
our Friends, &*c. | 

Sir, This is but ſome; and conhdering the Procedure was 
{o clamoro:s, it.may be ſaid ro be ſome of the Spoils won 
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In Battel, where Innocence and Rancour encountred. 


I ſhould be glad to hear of your Welfare, and defire'a 
Intereſt in your Prayers as oft as you go to the Throne © 
Grace, Yowrs, &c, Goſport, March 11. 1698-9, 


Twill give you an Abſtratt of another Letter, from a worthy 
Perſon in thoſe Parts, direfled to me, who was an eye and ear 


Witneſs of what paſt. In which (after Chriſtian Salmtations) 


he fauth 


I hope theſe Lines will find you in Health, after your tedi- 
ous and uncomfartable Journey, which I hope may bring 


| ſome Glory to God, notwithſtanding the great Rage that 


the, &c. was in. Indeed they had no other ſhift to fave 


* their pms bur by caſting out a Flood, aRing the 
ene 


part of the Serpents hiſs amongſt the worſt. | I do under- 
ſtand, ſeveral were convinced by their Rudeneſs; and they 
are /ince Baptized, | | 

I think it may be convenient to take away the Cloud from 


| the Common People by expoſing what was delivered inthe 


Diſpure (to publick view) and by adding that which they 
would not then hear; I mean that which relates to the man- 
ner of Adminiſtration. You may conſider of it. Tis pity 
they ſhould glory in their ſhame, deceiving the World. 
Dear Friend, I thank you for all*'your Labour of Love. 
Your Preaching and Behaviour was to me very acceptable, 
and to all our Friends, &c. Goſport, March 6. 1698-9. 


By theſe Teſtimonies you may ſee, that the Presbyterians had 
0 Cauſe to publiſh what they aid to the World, except it were 
to keep up their declining Reputation, | | 
After the Diſpute was ended, and I was returned to my Loag- 
ing, tr, Williams told me he would go to his army wc houſe 
to talk with the Presbyterian Miniſters that were there. I de- 
ſired him to remember my Love to them, and let them know, that 
1 could diſpute with Men and yet love them notwithſtanding : 
but tefrcd him to tell Mr. Robinſon, they Moderaror, that 
# 10ck it very unkindly at his hands, that ve ſhould tranſgrefs 
fo much as he had done again#t the Rules of Diſpute, and be ſq 
abuſrve as he was, fo as to give the Lye ( for be ſaid in the 
m1id$+ of the Diſpute, with a loud Voice, That is a Lye, and yet 
could not make any thing out abont it ; ) and for his Miſrepre- 
ſentation of what Thad ſaid, particularly yes that Argument 
ple, &C. | 
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And when Mr. Williams came to ſee me before I left Portf- 
mouth, he t01d me that he had delivered my Meſſage to them; 


and that Mr. Williams the Preshyterian Ainiſter did acknow 
ledge that My. Robinſon had exceeded kis Bounds : and that 


' he did abuſe me in his miſrepreſenting of me 10 the People wpork 


that Argument. | 
1 anſwer d, It was well he had acknowledg'd it now ; but it 
had been better if he bad done it before the People. 
Mr. Williams the Baptiſt Miniſter was pleaſed to commue 
nicate this Account to me by Mr. Sharp our Moderator. 
Feb. 23. 1698-9. /4r. Leigh and himſelf being together af 
Mr Wilhams's Houſe in Portſmouth, there came in Mr. Erle, 
4;. Bowler, and 7s. Farrel, three Presbyterian Adiniſtersy 
nd there was two other Baptiſts preſent at the ſame time. Mr. 
arrel, in the Preſence of the forementioned Miniſters, ſaluted 
At. |ohn Williams, the Diſputant, after this manner. 
At. Williams, 1 mus _— and that not as my own Seu= 
timents only, but as the Sentiments of every one of our Brethren, 


That what Credit was gained to your Cauſe, was gained by you. 


Mr. Leigh acked Mr. Williams, whether we did infer fron 
thoſe words, That the Miniſters had granted ont of their own 
months that we had gained the Cauſe ? | 
His Reply was, No, all that we infer from it was this; That 
:t was an implicit Conceſſion, that there was Creait gained ta 
our Canſe, 
Arr Leigh ſaid, How much Creait did we infer was grant« 
ed by them to our Canſe? 
 A4+. Williams faid, We do nat know the quantity of it. 
Ar. Leigh rephed, Truly it was bugyg (ite Creait that was 
granted ont of our own mouths that was gained to your Cauſe, 
_ To which My. Williams anſmertd, Tot if there was a little 
Credit granted ont of their own months, then there was Creait 
gain'd to our Cauſe, granted by themſelves; which was n0 fats 
ther denied by Mr. Leigh. | 
But what was ſpoken by Mr: John Williams i» the Diſpute, 
was abundantly ſhorter than what Dr. Ruſlcl did then ſpeak, 
Thus far as to, Mr, Williams's Account, | 
Notwithſt andivg all this, whilt they were making theſe Con- 
ce/ſzons at Portſmouth, they let fly an. Advertiſement eftcr 
Dr. Ruſſel :o London, which was Printed and Publiſhed before 
he got home: for, as Mr, Williams. ſaid, they hnew who had 
burt them, Here follows a true. Copy thereof. ”h 
? e 
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The Poſt-Man. Feb. 25. 1698-9. 


* Portſmouth, Feb. 23. Yeſterday the Diſpute between the Pref: 
dyterians and Anabaptifis, was held in the Prezbyterian Mceting- 
houſe. Tt began at Ten of the Clock in the Morning, and con- 
tinued tj11 Six in the Afrernoog, withour any Intermiſſton. 

The Theme of the Diſpute wzs the SubjeQs of Bapriſm, and 
the Manner how Baptiſm is ro be performed. Rufe! and Willinms 
were the Opponents for the Anabapriſts, and Mr. Chandler and 
Mr. L:jgh Defendants for the Precbyreriaus. Mr. Sharp Modera- 
tor for the former, and Mr. Robinſon for the latter. 

Mr. Ruſfſ#l oppoſed Infant- Baptiſm, with all the Subrilty and 
Sophiſtry of the Schools; and was anſwered with good Reaſon 
and Learning. Upon the whole, it was the Opinion of all the 
Jadicious Auditory, the Pre;byterians ſufficiently defended rheir 
DoQrine, and alſo worfted their Alverſaries, when” they came 
to aſſume the place of Opponents. | 


We being ſilent, and not uſing the ſame Methods as they did, 


ro ſquirt out fooliſh Adveriifements in common News-Papers, 


e Men grew confiaent ; and upon the 1ſt of April following, 
31 the Flying-Poſt, they publiſh a long Story, fall of Untruths, 
and filly ſquint-ey'd Reflettions, not becoming their Learatng or 
Profeſſion : and all to ſupport a ſinking Iateresh, But it apvear- 
ed fo manifeſtly partial, that there ſcemed to be little or ns Cre- 
dit given to it, except by ſome few of their own Party. 

or although they were ſo civil to give rhemſelves the Title of 
Maſter, they _ch dr to ſpeak ſo honourably of their Opponents. 
And in the ſecond PapetWhey fay, owe Ar, Williara ( by ſort 
called Tr.) Ruſſel + 4 444 CF. 

All that I ſhall ſay to it is this, As I am a AMimiſier of Cyrijt 
and of the Churches, I can (through the Grace of Goa) bear al! 
the Indignity and Contempt they can pur upoa me; if I, by fo 
dving, can but do geod to Souls, aad bring the leaſt Tribute of- 
Flonour to my Lova and Maſter thereby, I thank God that he 
enabled me to count the Coſt before I was ordained ty the Wark of 


re Miniſtry; and therefore, if Reproaches, yea Bonds and Af— 
flictions, abide me, it ts no more than T looked for, 


| But what Reaſon theſe Aen have to refuſe to give me the 
civil Title of DoCtor, 1 know not, neither do I care, But this 
7 know, that many years foice, 1 was not orly admitted as Ma- 
ſer of Arts, b#t tou my Deeree of Batchelor in Phylick, and 


Was 
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_” after that Created a Doftor in Phyſick of the famous 

| Univerſity of Cambridge, and alſo admitted by univerſal Cou- 

| ſent to be a Member of the Senate there: and that not as ſome 
have ſuggeſted, as if it had been only ex gratia, Tet theſe Ifen, 
even whilſt I was in Portſmouth (as well as ſince) have repor- 
ted among the People there, that I was Ruflel the Mountebank, 

a Man that hath been dead ſeveral years, They thought (per- 

haps) by ſuch Artifices to leſſen the Peoples Opinion of me. But 

by making me little, they make themſelves the leſs, in that ſuch 
| Giants (as they would have the People believe them to be) ſhould 
| mot be able to conquer ſuch a Pigmy as they have repreſented me. 
| in the Eyes of the Vu/gar. bees, 
) 4 - They have alſo reported, That I am a Hackney Diſputant,' 
| and that I refuſed to come down to Portſmouth «nder thirty 
Guinea't; but that at laft I was prevail'd upon to take Twenty), 
I aid not tronble my, ſelf whilſt I was at Portſmouth to confute_ 
them in it, becanſe our Friends there knew how to dv zt thems 
ſelves; for they knew the Report to be altogether grounaleſs and. 
falſe. But ſeeing 1 have this opportunity, I think fit bereby th 
rell the World, That I dia not ſo much as demand one fartbivie | 
of them for my Jowrney, neither before nor after. - For, all that 
are throyghly acquainted with me know, that I do neither Preath 
for Hire, nor Divine for Money, as ſome of them do : -but as 
[ have freely received, ſo I deſire freely to give believing that . 
orght to be left to the free Benewolence of the People. _ 

Biit that I may do Right to our. Friends at Portſrhonth and 
Goſport, I do acknowledge that" of their own free 060d Will” 
( without athing) they did pay my Coach hire and bear my Char- 
ves; which, as they thought it was the leaſt they canig do, fo I 
can truly ſay, it was the moſt I ever expetted 

=. I ſhall cliſe this Epiſtle, with givipg the Warld an Account 
of the Occaſton-of-this Publication.  ' 
ere were two things that moved our Friends thereto. 

I. Their Noiſe and Clamonr they made in the Time of the 

Diſpnte; which bindred the People from hearing what was ſaid, 
'. eſpecially when they were pinch'a upon an Argument. 

For which Reaſon, it was thought convexiert to publiſh it, that 
what they could not be permitted quietly to Hear, they may have 
the benefit to Read without Interruption ; and ſo have leiſure to 
corfider it. : "_ FIT 

But 26ly, The principal Cauſe thereof, was thoſe Advertiſes 
mexts they ſent all over the Nation, to miſrepreſent the Dif- 

pure, 
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pate, 4nd- blind the eyes of the Unthinking about tt. 
ag Bon this Pmblication will er the hae b a true Light, 
and let all Men ſee that they had neither Scripture, nor any 
good Conſequences deducen from thence, to prove their Praftice, 
either wit «xp ro the Subjeftts or Manner, And therefore 
when the People ſhall ſee that they have neither Command nor 
Example for their Prattice, I hope it will be a means to convince 
them of the VUnlawfwlneſs thereof; and that they will not dare 
for time to come to prattiſe a humane Tradition in the room 

an Ordinance of Teſus Chri#t : remembring what our Lord 
fad of the Fews of old, In vain they do worſhip me, teaching 
for DoQtrines 


God, ye hold the Tradition of men. And they hear what 
Paul /arth, Coloſſ. 2. 20, 21, 22. Whetefore if ye be dead 
with Chriſt from the Rudiments of the world ; why; as 


, though, living in the world, are ye fubje& to Ordinances 


( Touch not, taſte not, hazale not, which all are to periſh with 


_ the »ſng)) after the Commandments and Doctrines of men ? 
: N, the God Peace, that brou ht ain from the Dead os i 
Now of fb The fi call ov 


Lord Feſus, that great Shepherd o ep, thropngh the blood 
of es ns, Covenant, make you felt ns every good 


work to do bis Will, working in you that which is well | 
C þ Feſus © i am ae © 3 


in his fight, through Teſs Chri 
and ever. Amen, Sd prays, 


Your Brother and Fellow-Labourer 


fn the Work of the Goſpel, | 


- William Ruſſel. 


The | 


e Commandments of men, Aatth. 15.9. | 


And in Mark 5. 8. For laying afide the Commandment of - 


| 


The Occaſun. of this Diſputation : And 
how Dr.Ruſflel came to be ingaged there ; 
According to the Account received. from 
Goſport and Portſmouth. The Occa- 
fron was this : 


— HE Congregation of Baptized Believers at Goſport, 
were ſo bleſſed with Succeſs in their Miniſtry, that 
in a ſhort time they had gathered Twenty Member:, 
very worthy Perſons, who were added to them by 

Baptiſm. Many/others were amuzed and pur upon Enquiry. 
This ſtartled the Presbyterian Party, becauſe divers of them 
were of their Number, either Members or BenefaQors ; and 
they began to fear the [ſſae thereof. 

Whereupon Mr. Sam. Chandler, of Farcham, abour five or 
fix Miles from Portſmouth, a Presbyterian Miniſter, whom 
they much eſteemed for his Learning, was procured to come 
and Preach up the contrary DoQrine, firſt at Goſpore,and af= 
rerwards at Por:ſmourh,;upon Thurſdays,on purpoſe (as was ſup- 
poſed) to put a Stop to this ſo hopeful a Beginning amongſt 
the Baptiſts, and trinder their Progreſs therein. And this was 
managed by him and his Admirers in ſuch a manner,as was to 
the Grief of ſuch as truly fear God in thoſe Parts. For it was 
given out, that Ar, Chandler would not only prove Infant 
Baptiſm from Scripture-Teſtimony, and anſwer all the Ob- 
j<Qions of che Bapriſts againſt it; bur alſo ſefficiencly furniſh 
his Hearers with Arguments to defend their PraQtice. 

And in the Proſecution of this his Deſign, he took occaſion 
to make his Excurſions, wherein he ſpake very diminutively of 
thoſe in the Miniſtry ; repreſenting them as Perſons ignorant 
of, and unacquanted with the Holy Scriptures. He alſo ri- 
diculed and miſ-repreſented theManner of their Performance 
of this Holy Ordinance as it repreſents a Burial and a Reſur- 
reQion, wherein upon Roz. 6. 3, 4. he makes too bold with 
the manner of our Lord's Burial, and the Apoſtles Applica- 
tion thereaf ro Holy Baptiſm, = might have been LATE * ro 

ave 


OT 


have wounded the poor Baptiſts through the Sides of ſome 
other Perſon than ſo great an Apoſtle. 

He alſo did greatly extol the PraQtice of Infant-Baptiſm,and 
the Uſe and Advantage of ir to them, beyond thoſe of riper 
Years ; and did inveigh againſt their manner of Pratce, with 
moſt ſevere Refletions. Upon this, the Presbyterian Party 
began to triumph over the Baptiſts, and boaſted, that whax 
Ar. Chandler had ſaid upon that Point was unanſwerable. 

' Whereupon, when this laſt Sermon was to be Preached, 
wherein he was to ſhew his great Skill in Anſwering our Ob- 
eftions-: My. Bowes, and divers other Brethren of both the 
ptized Congregations,” went and heard him. When he had 
done, My. Bowes deſired leave to ſpeak, and in a modeſt and 
Chriſtian-like Manner, did enter his ObjeQion againſt what 
My. Chandler had ſpoken 2 and upon a meeting betwixt them» 
ſelves, they did mutually Agree, That the Boints in Diffe- 
Fence ſhould be publickly diſputed at Mr.Wiliams his Meeting- 
houſe in Portſmonth 3 and that Mr. Chandler and Dr. Ruſſel ſhould 
be the Diſputants. | | 

As touching Dy. Ruſe!, his--being ingaged in it, tt did not 
ariſe from any deſire in himſelf ro be concerned init ; but 
from the preſling Importunity of his Friends, 

The Charch at Goſport being newly conſticuted, and being 
more particularly concerned (as the thing was circumſtanced) 


.and ſappoſing thar allthis Stix. 3nd Noiſe was chiefly deſigned 


againſt-them, did fic® make their Application to him for his 
ce, And i:: te Names; of. the Church, a Letter was 


Aſſiftan 
| Fentto him by one of .theic worthy Brethren, wherein they 


expreſs themſelves after this mannet. 


'To our eſteemed Brother Ruſſel, we of the Chur:h of Chrif 
a Goſpors, ſend Greeting. . 


VV E being wnder a Preſſure of Conſcience, having of late 

had the great Ordizance of our Lord Jeſas Chriſt, 
(viz. that of Believers Baptiſm in Water) inveighed againſt, and 
ridiculed by one of the Prezbyterian Miniſters ( Mr. Chandler by 
Name; ) "and being much grieved that the Ordinance of Chriſt 
frould be thus triumphed over; and trodden under Foot: and ho- 
ping you kaye ſo far ingaged your ſelf in Chrift's Cauſe, and that 
God hath given you Abilities ra defend it, we don't only Beg, but 
Require your Perſons! Preſexce, and defire your Aſſiſtance to defend 
thas Sared Ordinance, $6g, 


ts 
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He allo received ſeveral other Letters, Signed by the Mini« 
ſters, and other Private Brethren, to preſs him to it. 

He did ſend them word, that ic was his Opinion, it would 
be the beſt way for Myr. Chandler and himſelf to exchange 
ſome Letters betwixt them in the firſt place, to try the firength 
and length of their Weapons ; and thereby prevent a Publick 
Diſpuration, if poſſible. But when they ler him nnderſtand 
that rhe Matter was too far.proceeded in, and ſo creqe umſtan- 
ced, that nothing leſs than a Pablick Diſpute could decide ir, 
he then conſented to anſwer their Requeſt therein, becauſe 
(as they had ſignified to him) the Glory of God, tlie Ho- 
nour of his Truth,and the Good of Souls, was eminently cone 
cerned inſuch a Publick Defence, eſpeciaily conſidering that 
the Presbyterian Party had given out, that we were afraid to 
meet them : Bur I ſhall derain you no longer from the Diſ- 
pute it ſelf; an Account of which follows, 


For the Presbyterians. For the Baptiſts 

My, Samuel! Chandler, of De. William Ruſſel, of 
Fareham. London. 

My. Leigh, of Newport 1n Mr. John Williams, of Eaft- 
the 17 of Wight. Knoyl in Wiltſhire. 

Mr. Robinſon, of Hungerford, Mr. John Sharpe, of Froome, 
Moderator. in Somerſerſhire, Moderator. 


An Account of the Diſputation held at Port\- 
mouth, February #he 22d. 1692. 


wy E Diſputants going to the Place of Meeting, between 
the Hours of Nine and Ten in the Morming, having 
took their Places, Dr. Ruſſel ſpake to this EſteEt; 


Gentlemen Foraſmuch as the Work we are going to en- 
gage in, is a Part of Religious Exerciſe ; Ir is my. Opinio 
'we ought in the firft place (as is'uſual upon ſach Occaſions 
to be ſerking God by Prayer ; that his Preſence may be wit 
us, and his Bleſſing upon our Endeayonrs. "We. 
_ The Motion being accepted, Ar, Chandler began the Mect= 
ing with a ſhort Prayer, which being ended,the Queſtions and 
Preliminaries agreed upon,were read, which are as foliowerh 5 


. Whereas by Mr. Chandler's late Preaching on the Ordinance of 


Baptiſm, ſeversl Perſons heve taken offince ; and. upon deſire of 
$#iirfattion, it'; murnally "_— ut, whoſe Name: rs 
2 #1grre 
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under-written ; That theſe Two Points he Amicably Diſputed in tha 


following Order, with Relation ro Manner, Time, and Place ; as 


hereafter expreſi'd, VIZ. 
QAae, 1. Whether according tp the Commiſſion of our Lord 
- and Saviour Jeſus Chriſt, Adult Believers are only the pro- 
per SubjeQs of Baptiſm : and not Infants ? 

Qae. 2. Whether the Ordinance of Baptiſm as appointed by 
Chriſt, is to be Adminiftred by Dipping, Plunging ( or ) 
'Overwhelming only, and not otherways ? 

Agreed, fig, 0p held at Portſmouth in Mr. William's 

ing Place, on Friday the 10 of February next enfuing (if 

God permit) beginning at Nine in the Morning. And if incaſe the 

Providence of God ſhould ſo Order, That either Party ſhould fall 


feck, or any other unavoidable Circumſtance happen ; that then the 


Time ſhall be deferr'd to another Day, to be agreed on by the Parties 
concern'd, not © exceeding a Fortnight aftey ; provided a Weeks 
Notice be given thereof before the roth. of February. Alſe 
Agreed, The Partjes Diſputants be Mr. Samuel Chandler of 
Fareham, and Dr. William Ruflc} of London ; or any other 
Perſons ins either of their Steags, ſuppoſing them Ordained Mint» 
fers ; and each Diſputant to chooſe a Moderator. 

The Diſputation t0 be Managed Regularly, with flrit Regard ta 
the two above recited Subjctts : And if the Moderators ſhall ſce fit, 
during eny interval of the Diſputants for Refreſhment, that two 
other Perſons go on with the Diſpute, until they reaſſume it. 


Portſmouth, Decem- Samuel Chandler. 
ber, 23d. 1698. Francis Williams, 


Here follows Mr. Chandler's Apology to the People, 

My Friends, It is not out of Vamity or Pride, I appear in this 
Place npon this Occaſion at this Time : Moſt of you know, 
and I ſuppoſe many of you have heard, rhat in the Courſe 
of my LeQure in this Plage, I have Diſcourſed of the great 
Principles of Religion ; and having explained the Creed, and 
the Lord's Prayer, I came to give an Account of the Two 
ar en x; he the New Teftament ; and therem was una- 
vondably.eoncerned to ſpeak to:thoſe Truths that are contra- 
ditted by theſe Gentlemen here preſent. $ h 
22P os chab Hhieg me, know that Iwas very Modeſt in ex- 
preſſiig my RIF” in this Controverſie : 'But'a bold and confi- 
dent Chalfenge* was given me, which I knew not how to re- 
Fuſe; unleſs I would betray the Truths I believe in my Con- 
ſcience, 'or confeſs my ſelf not able to vindicare themg, 'And 
RC eſe Men have ſent" for ſome Aiſliſtance to'op- 
poſe us'm this Matter. | | I 
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[ defire theſe things may be handled with a great deal of Calm. 
neſs; that we may diſcourſe of things as. becomes Chriſtians; 
And as we have the Favour of the Government both Civil 
and Military, ſo we may give them no occaſjon to repent of 
allowing us this Liberty. ; 

" And alſo I deſire that nothing may. be done unbecoming 
this place, where we uſually meet together for the more im- 
mediate Worſhip of God. And I would have you join with 
me in this Petition z That God would grant bis Truth: may taki 

lace, | = 

: He then repeated the Queſtions to be Diſputed, and faid, 
Theſe are the Two Articles we are to Diſpure of at this Time. 
We Deny, and they Atfirm. 


Then Dr. R«ſ{l ſaid, Gentlemen, you know I was not pre. 
ſent at the drawing up of the preliminaries, and therefore I 
think it may be neceflary, before we enter upon the Diſpura: 
tion, to know wherein we agree about the firſt Queſtion, -and 
wherein we differ ; that we may not diſcourſe about thoſe 
Things wherein we are Agreed. - 

I do ſuppoſe, by the ſtating of the Queſtion, That you do 
own that Adulr Belieyers are the proper SubjeQs of Baptiſm: 
And if you do,I would deſire you to declare your ſelves herein, 

Mr. Chandler fajd, He did own that Adult Believers were 
the proper SubjeAs of Bapriſm, but not the only proper : 
Infants were tq be baptized alſo. 

Dr. Ruſſ!. Then you own our Praftice to be right. 

Mr. Chandler. Yes, if they bave not been Baptized in their 
Infancy ; then they are tobe Baprized upon Profeſſion of their 
Faith, when they come to Years. 

Dr. Ruſſ*!. You ſuppoſe they are to be Baptized by Virtue 
of ſome Commiſſion; and that it is by the Commiſſion: of 
our Lord and Saviour Jeſus Chriſt. 

Mr. Chandlsr, Yes, I do fo. | 

Dr. Ruſſel. F ſuppoſe you expe&T ſhould be Opponent firſt. 

Mr. Chandler. Yes, that was Agreed. 

Dr. Ruſſel. If therefore I ptove that Infants are not the 
proper SubjeQs of Baptiſm, you will allow that I perform 
what I have undertaken, we having no other SubjeRs in the 
Queſtion but Adult Believers, and Infants. 

Mr. Chandler. Yes, we do allow it. 

- Dr. Ruſ#. Then 1 will undertaketo prove, that Infants 
are ſo far from being the proper Subje&s of Baptiſm, that 
they are not the SubjeQs of it at all. 7 Fe Y 


" (GJ 
Ardnow T would know how we ſhall Difpnte ; whether by 
Readiny the Commiſſion, and making an Inference there- 
from, and proving that (if we are not __ about it) 
from fome other Text; or what wal we ſhall proceed in. ' 
Mr. Chandler. You muſt do it Syllogiſtically ; and there» 
fore form your Argument. . 

* Dr. Ruſſel. My Argutnent is this. 

' Arg. 1. Tf Chriſt hath no where required atry of his Mini- 
ers ro Baptize Infants, then the Baptiſm of Thfants is riot 
according to the Commiſſion of our Lord and Saviour 
Jeſus Chrift. 7 

- But Chrift hath [no where required any of his Miniſters 
to Baptize Infants ; % 

. Erge, The Baptiſm of Infants is not according to the Com- 
mifton of our Lord and Saviour Jeſus Chriſt. 

; "Av. Chandler. 1 —_— here upon your Antecedent, 
If you mean that 'Chrift hath notexpreſly commanded Tn» 
fants to be Baptized ; then I deny the Conſequence of your 

jor, For Chriſt hath no where exprefly commanded In» 
fancs to be Baptized. NT es 

- Dr. Ruſſe. Tf you will inſiſt upon that, I can eaſily prove 
ye. For ſome Perſons are expreſly commanded to be Bapti- 
zed in the Commiſſion : Infants (by your own Confeſſion} 
are not expreſly commanded to be Baptized either in the 
Commiſſion, or elſewhere : But I have neither the Word 
Commanded, nor expreſly Commanded in' my Argument; 
and yot muſt Anſwer to my Argument. 

. For I agree with you, that Infants are no where expreſly 
commanded to be Baptized. 

Mr. Chandlcy. There isno need of that ; but thoſe of your 
Way will not allow us to prove it by conſequence. 

- Dr. Ruſſel I ſay, that it's no where required ; If yoy 
prove it any way required, it ſhall ſuffice. 

_ My. Chandler, Tf you will allow good Conſequences drawn 
from Scripthre, ' I will dety your Miner. 

Dr. Ruſſzl. Then you muſt ſuppoſe that Chriſt hath requi- 
red forhe of his Miniſters co Baptrze Infants. 

My. Leigh. We diftinguiſh between conſequential Truths, 
and expres Words. | . ama 

Dr. Ruſſel. So do we : But F hope onr Lord's Comtmſſiort 
about Holy Baptiſm, is delivered in expreſs Words, and nor 

conſequential. The Term it! my Argument is very lax, I 
do nof-thitrs fay Conimanded, but required ; and if you 
prove the Baptiſm of Infants any where requited by Clift, 
x w-ſafficient, ; "1. 
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My. Chandler Will you allow genuine Conſequences drawn. 
from Scripture ? | 

Mr. Leigh. Will you allow good Scripture ——--— in 
this Caſe, or do you expe& plain Scripture Words 

Dr.Ru{ſsl.What need is there of ſo manyWords abour vhis 
Certainly Mr. Chandler is bound to fix upon-ſome Anſwer to 
my. Argument. I ſay again, the Term I uſs admits of 
Proof; he is not thereby. ob 


obliged. to produce: any expre 
Command, if he can do without itz, if he prove thar Chrilx 
hath any way required it, it will ſuffice, | 

Mr, Leigh. Genglemen, you that are Notarics, pray obſerve 
how ambiguouſly he.expreſſes -bimſelf,. 

Dy. Ruſſel. T think T expreſs my ſelf plainl op jc | 
re]! you, that if you proveit any ways requir'd, allow ir. 

My, Robinſon, their Moderator, faith, Will you allow this 
of Conſequence, or not ? : 

Dr. Ruſſel. Let us not thus ſtumble at the Threſhold, how 
often muſt I tell you, that if you can prove it any way re« 
quired by Chrift ; prove it either by Conſequence, or which 
way you will, if you do but prove it, will allow it. Bur 
you muſt remember that pou are to prove it- according ta 
Chriſt's Commiſſion, (for thoſe are the Terms in the 
and I believe you will find a difficult Task to do that by 
Conſequence. 

For ſuppoſe an Embaſſador ſhould declare to the Prince _tq 
whom, he is ſent, That his Maſter hath given him Authority, 
by his Commiſſion, to negotiate with him abour ſuch a parti« 
cular matter that he ſhall name, and that he is charged-rodo 
this in his Maſter's Name and Stead. If when his Credentials 
are produced there is no ſuch thing mentioned therein, he 
cannot expeQ the Prince ſhould give credit to: him therein, 
when he had told him, before, it was a Part of his Maſter's 
Commiſſion (which is our Caſe:,) And: his alledging only 
conſequential Proofs after that, will not ſerve his curn.. But 
if you think you can do it by Conſequences, you may 
your Skill,, with all my heart, ſo you do but prove it requi- 
red according to Chriſt's Commiſſion ; which is the thing in 
Queſtion berween vs. 

Mr. Chandler. What, from the Com:miffion ? 

My.Robinſon the Moderator cries our ro Mr.Chandler, Hold! 
Dr, Ruſſel muſt prove ir by an univerſal Negative. | 
- Ruſſel, -- : = =- Chandler muſt deny fome part of 

gument, which I bave not yer been able-to provail wi 
him to do- d I” 

Mr, Chandler. I deny the Ninor, 


Dr.Rnfſel. 
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"Dy. Ruſſel. By —_— the Mixer, you fay that Chriſt hath 
ſome where required ſome of his Mini'ters to'bapfize Tn; 
My. Chandlev. By good Conſequence. 20 | 
© Dy.Ruſſl. /Then-V will cake good my Mito thus : Tf Chriſt 
bath any whete:requited any of his Miniſters to baptize In- 
fants, it's ſomewhere ſo recorded' in the Holy Scriptures :' * 

Bur it's no'wheve ſo recorded in-the Holy Scriptures : 
- Ergo, Chriſt hath not any where required any of his Mini- 
fers to baptize Infants.” ' Ee TOR oe + | 

Mr. Chandler. What doyou tritan by being recorded ? - 

Dr. Ruſſel. I hap yes know what:the word Recorded fig- 
hifies.”.J mean ghy- where ſo written. = 

_ Mr.Okandle.iTo this I anſwer; Þy diſtinguiſhing again. Tf 

you mean by being Recorded 'in Setipture, being Recorded 
3n expreſs Words, I deny your Major ;' but if you mean by 
Conlfecuerite;Tideny the Minor; '-: Gs 
--» Dr. Ruſſel, 5If yougdo» but prove it fecorded,it is ſufficient. 
, Ar. Chandler deny your Minor, - - + 738 
: "Dr. Ruſſel.\iTlien'you ſay it's ſomewhere ſo Recorded in 
Holy Scripture, - Echerefore argite thus, | * 


Tf it be 'any-where ſo-tecorded in Holy Scripture, Mr. 


Chandler, or fome other Perſun''is able to ſhew it. | 
 Butneither My. Chandler, nor any other Perſon whatſbever, 
is able to ſhew-it.”? - ; & 
-» Ergo, It isnot any where ſo recorded in Holy Scripture. 
.'» My. Chandler. | deny your Minor. | 
Dr. Ruſ:l. Hold Sir, it is an univerſal Negative. You muſt 
give your Inſtance where it is ſo written. I appeal to your 
Moderator. 21 
. Mr. Robinſon, You muſt prove it ſtill. Suppoſe Mr. Chand- 
ter eannot give an Inftance, nor no body in the Company ; 
you: cannot thence-infer that none in the World can. 
-- Dx. Ruſſel. This is in Effe& to give away your Cauſe, when 
there are ſo-many Men of Parts and Learning preſent; if 
none of them are able to give us one Inſtance from Scripture 
for Infant-bapriſm, we cannot expe that any body elſe ſhould. 
Beſides,I would deſire thoſe Honourable Perſons and others 
in this Aſſembly that underſtand theſe chings,to conſider that 
I am not fairly dealt with, and that I am under a great Diſad- 
ventage, not -having other learned Perſons to aſſiſt me as My, 
Chandler hath, and yet am forced to anſwer two or three at a 
time. Bug to proceed, I do affirm, that it being anuniverſal 
Negative, he ought to give his Inſtance, and I demand it of 
him ; and till he doth, my Argument ſands good.” + 
Mri Chand 
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« Mr. Chandler, This is only a Trick to turn off the Oppo- 
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"Dr Ruſel. What do you talk of a Trick? I hope you are able 
to give one ſingle Inſtance of what is your daily PraQice. 
; Mr. Leigh. You do this to turn the Opponency upon MF, 
"Chandler. © * 

; Dy. Rufſel. Tf My. Chandler will ſay he can give no Inſtance 
I will urge it no further. | | 
F Here My. Chandler was going to ſpeak ard My. Leigh hindered 

m. | 

1 Dy. Ruſel- Sir, why do you hinder My. Chandler from ſpea+ 
ing? . P 
. Mr. Chandler, Becauſe you would turn the Opponency upon 
me.. ps 
Dy. Ruſil; T intend no ſuch thing. When you have brought 
your Inſtance, after T have ſpoken to ir, I will then go on with 
the 4g rue 5 ny | 

' Mr. Leigh. You can bring no. Argument can throw the Oo- 
ponency upan him like this. ; 

Mr. Robinſon. You muſt know that according to all the Rules 

of Eager yes aro to prove your Propoſition. For you uni- 
verfally affirm it, though in Fornrit runs negatively. Yon ſay 
no Perſon can give an Inftance in Scripture whereby we bap- 
tize Infants: How do you prove this ? | 
- Dr. Ruſ{il. Inever. yet knew that an univerſal Negative was an 
univerſal Affirmative. This is to ſay any thing. tho':never fo 
contrary to Truth. T wonder at it that you ſhould take re 
matter upon-you thus by Turns; eſpecially chat you ſhon!d rake 
ppon you to be a Diſputant, whoſe Work is only to be a Mo» 
derator.. Is this civil "Treatment to a Stranger that comes ſo 
many - Miles to meet you ? | 

., Mr. Robinſon. I muſt not ſuffer the Queſtion to be alter'd, 
Mr, Chandler is Reſpondent ; you pur the part of an Oppogent 
upon him, I muſt not allow ir: Do you prove your Que. 


ND 

.. Dy. Ruſſel. My, Chandler ( T underſtand ) hath ſignified 16 
the People in his preaching, that there are plain Scriptures to 
be brought for the proof” of Infant Baptiſm, and now is the 
time for him to produce them: I urge it upon him to aſſign 
bur on= Inſtance, and yor will not ſuffer him ſo to do. 

Mr. Leigh. *Tis not My. Chandler's Sermon; it is the Queſtion 
before ys that you muſt regulate. 

| Dr. Ruff. If you fay. you have no Scripture proof for Infants 
Baptiſm, I Lave done. But why muſt you prevent Mr. Chend- 


ler ? 
C I hope 


' Dy. Refſl, By defying the Mixer; you ſay that Chriſt hath 
ſome where required ſome of his Minitters to baptize In- 
fants. 

My. Chandler. By good Conſequence. | 
- Dr.Ruſ]. Then-T' will make good my Minor thus : If Chriſt 
hath any whete-requited any of his Miniſters to baptize In- 
fants, it's ſomewhere ſo recorded inthe Holy Scriptures : 

But it's no where ſo recorded in-the Holy Scriptures : 
- Ergo, Chriſt hath not any where required any of his Mini- 
ers to baptize Infants. | 

Mr. Chandler. What do you titan by being recorded ? 

Dr. Ruſſel. I hope you know what the word Recorded fig- 
hifies, ' 1 mean any- where fo written. | 

My.Ohandles. To this I anſwer, By diſtinguiſhing again. If 

mean by being Recorded 'in Scripture, being Recorded 
3n expreſs Words, I deny your Major ; but if you mean by 
Conſequence, 'I deny the Minor. Dy ihe. 
- Dr. Ruſſel.;If youdo»but prove it recorded,it is ſufficient. 

Ar. Chandler. | deny your Minor. 

Dr. Ruſſel. Then 'you ſay it's ſomewhere ſo Recorded in 
Holy Scripture, - I therefore argite thus, | 
. Tf it be 'any- where ſo tecorded in Holy Scripture, Mr. 
Chandler, or fome other Perſun is able to ſhew it. 

But neither Mr, Chandler, nor any other Perſon whatſoever, 
is able to ſhew it.” | 
_ Ergo, It isnot any where ſo recorded in Holy Scripture. 

My. Chandler. T deny your Minor. 

Dr. Ruſſ:l. Hold Sir, it is an univerſal Negative. You muſt 
give your Inſtance where it 1s ſo written, I appeal to your 
Moderator. 

Mr. Robinſon, You muſt prove it ſtill. Suppoſe Mr. Chand - 
ter cannot give an Inftance, nor no body in the Company ; 
you cannot thence infer that none in the World can. 

Dr. Ruſſel. This is in Effe@ to give away your Cauſe, when 
there are ſo-many Men of Parts and Learning preſent; if 
none of themare able to give us one Inſtance from Scripture 
for Infant-bapriſm, we cannot expeQ that any body elſe ſhould, 

Beſides,] would deſire thoſe Honourable Perſons and others 
:n this Aſſembly that underſtand theſe things,to conſider that 
I am not fairly dealt with, and that T am under a great Diſad- 
ventage, not having other learned Perſons to afliſt me as Mr. 
Cha#adler hath, and yet am forced to anſwer two or three at a 
time. But to proceed, I do affirm, that it being an univerſal 
Negative, he ought to give his Inſtance, and I demand it of 
him ; and tull he doth, my Argument ſtands good. 

Mri Chana 


- —_ 


(9) 


; My. Chandler, This is only a Trick to turn off the Oppo- 
nency. 

Dr Ruſil What do you talk of a Trick? I hope you are able 
to give one ſingle Inſtance of what is your daily PraQice. 

; Mr. Leigh. You do this to turn the Oppoiency upon Afr, 

Chandler. 

- Dy. Ruſſel. Tf Mr. Chandler will ſay he can give no Inſtance 

I will urge it no further. | 

. Here Mr. Chandler was going to ſpeak and Myr. Leigh hindered 
im. 

Dr. Ruſel- Sir, why do you hinder Mr. Chandler from ſpea» 
king ? 

. Mr. Chandler, Becauſe you would turn the Opponency vpon 
me. | 

Dr. Ruſſel. T intend no ſuch thing. When you have brought 
your Inſtance, after T have ſpoken to ir, I will then go on with 
the Opponency. | 

Mr. Leigh. You can bring no Argument can throw the O-- 
ponency upan him like this. 

Mr. Robinſon. You muſt know that according to all the Rules 
of Logick you are to prove your Propoſition. For you uni- 
verſally affirm it, though in Form it runs negatively. You fey 
no Perſon can give an Inſtance in Scripture whereby we bap- 
tize Infants: How do you prove this ? 

Dr. Ruſſil. never. yet knew that an univerſal Negative was an 
univerſal Affirmative. This is to ſay any thing. tho% never fo 
contrary to Truth, T wonder at it that you ſhould rake 1:1 
matter upon you thus by Turns; eſpecially chat you ſhon'd rate 
ppon you to be a Diſputant, whoſe Work is only to be a Mi: . 
derator.. Is this civil Treatment to a Stranger that cores {> 
many Miles to meet you ? | 

., Air. Robinſon. I muſt not ſuffer the Queſtion to be alter? }, 
Mr, Chandler is Reſpondent ; you pne the part of an Oppogenrt 
on him, I was; not allow it: Do you prove your Qu-. 

ion. 

Dy. Ruſſel. My. Chandler ( T underſtand ) hath ſignified 19 
the People in his preaching, that there are plain Scriptures to 
be brought for the proof of Infant Baptiſm, and now is the 
time for him to produce them: I urge it upon him to afſign 
bur on* Inſtznce, and yor will not ſuffer him ſo to do. 

My. £:1gh. "Tis not Mr. Chandler's Sermon; it is the Queſtion 
before ys that you muſt regulate. 

Dr.Ruſſe!, If you ſay you have no Scripture proof for Infants 
Baptiſm, I Lave done. But why muſt you prevent Mr. Chand- 
e 


ler ? 
C I hope 
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I hope here are ſome Honourable Perſons and others that 
unde; 2nd the Nature of this Controverſie, and they may rea- 
ſonably expeQ thar thoſe who have made ſuch a Noiſe about it, 
can give ſome tolerable Inſtance for it; and if they will do 
that, we wi/l proceed to <xamine If. 

Mr Robinſon There are many here know how that My.Chandler 
hath zfſ-rred and proved that Infants are the SubjeQs of Bap- 
tiſm; but you are notto call on kim for that now, You did 
(by your Friends ) v:idertake to prove the contrary, and it 
reſts upen you ſo t» do. 

Dr. Ruſſol. T have already proved the contrary, and my Ar» 
gument will ſtand good til! you give your Inſtance. | 

Mr. Robinſon. If you will change Sides, Mr. Chandler, you 
may admit this Trick. 

Dr. Ruſſel; Can you (at other times) boaſt of ſo many plain 
Scripcures for your Pratice, and now you are brought to the 
Teft abovr it, you are not able to produce one; what will the 
People think of you ? 

Mr. Leigh. T will undertake in any Diſpute Philoſophical or 
Divine, in this manner immediately to turn the Opponency 
upon the Reſpondent. When I cannot proye the Aflertion, I 
will preſently ſay, If you can bring any ſolid Proof for your 
PraQice it is true, if not, falſe. And IT appeal to the Modera- 
tor, whether ir benot his Buſineſs to keep the Diſputants to 
the Rules of Diſpute, 

Mr. Robinſon, The Moderator is to regulate them if they 
tranſpreſs Bounds; but you have grosfly tranſgreſſed : I appeal 
to any that underſtand Logick, whether this be ſufferable for 
him thus to turn the Opponency upon My. Chandler, 

Then Dr. Smith ſtood up and faid; If T muſt ſpeak, then by 
your Leave, according to what I always underſtood, He that 
aſſerts muſt prove. | 

Dy. Ruſſel. Then they having aſſerted that Infants are the 
Su5jeRs of Baptiſm, they are to prove their PraQtice, eſpecially 
when they are forc'd upon it by an Univerſal Negative. We 
defire bur one fingle Inſtance, and they will not affign it. 

Mr. Robinſon, No ; you are to prove your Argument. 

Dy. Ruſſil. | have done that already, and therefore if Mr. 
Chandler will conf:{s he hath no Inſtance to give, I will pro- 
ceed ro a new Argument. b 

This Mr. Chandler refuſed to do, and yet would not give 
his Inſtance. 

Dr. Rafe. If Mr. Chandler can give no Inſtance; here are 


divers other Miniſters,Gentlemen of Parts and Learning ; Have 
none 


LS 
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none of them an In{tance to produce ? If you thus refuſe to 
roduce it, the People will think you have none to give. 

Notwithſtanding this, none of them could be prevailed up- 
onto do it, although they were called upon, and challenged 
to giveany one Inſtance ( where it was ſo wricten) if they could. 

| a ow Dr. Ruſſe! ſpake to this effeQ, Gentlemen, Tr 
may be you think I have but one Argnment; if you will ſay 
no more to this, I am not willing to tire out the Auditory ; I 
will therefore proceed to a New Argument. 

But take notice (by the way) that my firſt Argument ſtands 
good, till you. give your Inſtance to the contrary. 

Arg. 2. If Infants are not capable to be made Diſciples of 
Chriſt by the Miniſtry of Men, then they cannot poſſibly bs 
the SubzeAs of Baptiſm intended in Chriſt's Commiſſion. 

But Infants are not c:pable ro be made Diſciples of Chriſt 
by the Miniſtry of, Men. 

Ergo, They cannot poſſibly be the SubjeAs of Baptiſm in- 
eended in Chriſt's Commiſſien. 

Mr.Chandlee repeats the Argument and then faith, Here if you 
mean by being made Diſciples, Actual and Compleat Diſciples, 
I deny your Major ; But if you mean ſuch as are entered 1nto 
a School and given up to InftruQion, then I deny your Minor. 

Dr. Ruſſel Repeats his Major, and deſires Mr. Chandler to tell 
him what be denjesin it. For (faith he) my Words are plain, 
to be made Diſciples by the Miniſtry of Men. 

Mr. Robinſon. Mr. Chandler diſtinguiſhes between Compleat 
and Incompleat Diſciples. 

Dr.Rufſſel. But what then doth he mean by denying my Major? 

Mr. Robinſon. Hz denies, that they that cannor be made 
Compleat Diſciples, are not intended in the Commiſſion. 

I hope the Reader will obſerve how ofcen Mr. Chandler was 
a a laſs, and Mr. Leigh and Mr. Robinſon were forced to help 
him out with their DiſtinQions and equivocable Exprefſions. 

Here Dr Ruſz! (ſeeing they would not be brought to give any 
dire& Anſwer ) turns his Hypothetical into a Categorical 
Syllogiſm. 

Whoſosver are uncapab'e to be made Diſciples by the Mi- 
niſtry of Men, they cannot be the SubjeQts of Baptiſm intended 
an Chrift's Comnuſſion : 

But Infants are uncapable to be made Diſciples by the Mint- 
firy of Men : 

Ergo, "They cannot be the SubjeQts of Baptiſm intended 
in Chriſt's Commiſſion. 

Now let Mr. Chandler te!l me what he mgans by being made 
Compleat, or Incompleat Diſciples by the Mimiftry of Men 
(according to my Argument) if he can, C 2 Mr. 
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Mr. Chandler. T mean by Compleat Diſciples, ſuch as are 
aQually capable of Learning : By Incomplear, ſuch as are en- 
tered in ſuch Places in order to be taught, We ſcnd Children 
to Schoo! before they know a Letter. 

Dr. Ruſſel. My Argument ſpeaks not of ſuch; butgf thoſe 
who have underſtanding, and are capable to be made AQual 
Diſciples ; which Infants are not. - | 

Mr. Chandler. That ſuch as are ſo capable, are the only 
Subjects of Baptiſm; you are to prove it. | 

Dr. Ruſſel. Then you deny the Major. 

Mr. Chandler. Yes, as to your Hypothetical Argument. 

Dr. Ruſſel. If you had done this 50mg you had ſaved your 
ſelf and me much rrouble, Then I prove it thus. 7 
If our Lord inthat Commiſſion given for Holy Baptiſm,hath 
commanded his Apoſtles, that were Men, to make Diſciples by 
their Miniſtry, and after that, to Baptize them, then the Con» 

ſequence of che Major is true. ] 

But our Lord in that Commiſſion given for Holy Baptiſm 
hath commanded his Apoſtles, that were Men, to make Diſci- 
ples by their Miniſtry, and after that co Baptize them. 

Ergo, The Conſequence of the Major is true. ' 

Arr. Leigh. 1 diſtinguiſh thus. They may be entered into the 
Church in Order for Learning, and ſo they are Diſciples be- 
fore Baptiſm : Yet in a more vilGble Senſe, they are made 
Diſciples by Baptiſm. 

Dr. Ruſſel. Then you ſuppoſe Infants not capable to be made 
Diſciples by the Miniſtry of Men. 5 

Mr. Chandler. Not ſolemnly inveſted. 

Dy, Ruſſ+l.' We are not talking of that; the Queſtion betwixe 
us is, Whether they are capable to be made Diſciples by the 
Miniſtry of Men. Will you afferr that ? 

Mir. Leigh. We aſſert they are Diſciples, as Children of Be- 
lievers, before Baptiſm. x X 

Dr. Ruſſel. This is nothing to the purpoſe, but to ſpin out 
Time. Mr. Chandler or My. Leigh ſhould have anſwered to my 
Argument, which neither of them 'have done. For if Infants 
are Diſciples ſimply;”as being Children ' of Bekeving Parents, 
before Bapriſm (as Mr. Leigh faith) then it is donexwitaout any 
Miniſterial Inſtruction. And therefore is ſo far from being an 
Anſwer to my Argument, that it is a meer Evaſion. | 

I therefore Argue thus upon them. ' '' * - | 

If Infants are not the Subjefts of Teaching, according to 
Chriſt's Commiſſion, then they ate not che SubjeQs of Baptiſm 
by that Commiſſion, ' '-+ i'- bw qt ate ee 
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Brit Infants are not the SubjeAs of Teaching, according to 
riſt's Commiſſion. wie Et. 
Ergo, They are not the Subje&s of Paptiſm by that Com- 

miſſion. | | | 

' For what our Lord hath joined together, no Man ought to 

ſeparate. 

: But our Lord hath joined Teaching and Baptizing together. 
Therefore no man ought to ſeparate. | 
And it is further maniteſt, That our Lord did not command 

nee to make Diſciples by ſorae ſecret Work of his ; bue 

e commanded his Apoſtles (that were Men) to make Diſciples 
by their Miniſtry ; and that is the Point you are ro Anſwer to. ' 

'- Mr, Robinſon. He denies they arc uncapable to be made Diſci- 

ples by the Miniſtry of Men. : | 

Dr. Ruſſel. Then by the way take notice, that he grants my 
Major to be true z that unleſs they are capable to be raught by 
the Miniſtry of Men, they cannot be the SubjeQs of Baptiſm. 
I ſhall therefore proceed to the proof of my Miner. 

Tf Infants have no knowledge to diſcern between Good and 
Pvil, then they are not capable to be made Diſciples by the 
Miniſtry of Men. 

But Infants have no Knowledge to diſcern between Good 

_ mel The le to be made Diſcipl 
Ergo, y are not capable to be made Diſciples by the Mi- 

niſtry of Men. 

My. Chandler, You Trick all this while. T told you by In- 
_ being Diſciples, I meant their being ſolemnly Inveſt:d by 

ptiſm. 

Dr. Ruſſel, You ſtill miſtake, we are not ſpeaking of their 
Inveſtiture, bur of the Prerequiſites of Baptiſm : And it is evi- 
dent from what I have faid, that thoſe that a e truly Baptized 
according to Chriſt's Commiſſion (which is the thing we are 
upon) muſt firſt be made Diſciples by the Miniſtry of Men. 
For the Commiſſion in Mark 16. 15, 16. isa Command to his 
Apoſtles to go into all the World, and Preach the Goſpel ro 
every Creature, and that ſuch of them that were made Diſci- 
ples by their Preaching, they ſhould Baptize. And in Math. 
28. 19. They are commanded to Diſciple all Nations, arid ta 


Baptize ſuch of them whom they had made Diſciples by Teach- 


ing. 

| Now when I have ſhewed you, how that Infants not being 
capable thus to be made Diſciples, they cannot be the Subjefts 
of Baptiſm intended in thar Commiſſion ; then you grant the 
Conſequence of the Major; and by denying my Minor, you ſay 
Chey are capable, 
da And 
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And when Thave brought another Argument to prove my 
Minor, you then evade it by an indire&t Anſwer. 

Sir, you are bound togive dire Anſwer to my Argument. 

Mr. Chandler. T deny the Conſequence of your Major. | 

Dr. Ruſſel. By ſo doing, you fay,though they have no Know- 


ledge to diſcern between Good and Evil, yet they are capdble 

to be made Diſciples by the Miniſtry of Men, How can this 

poſſibly be true? 

- Leigh. You will not allow of Compleat and Incompleat 
iſciples. 

Dr.Ruſſil, What is this to my Argument ? Pray let Mr. Chand- 
ler fix on ſomething. 

Mr. Chaneler I fay if you mean Incampleat Diſciples, I de» 
ny that they are uncapable to be ſuch. 

Dr. Rnſſel. How ofcen muſt we hays this diſtin@ion repeated 
to keep us from the Point in hand. We are now upon this, 
Whether Infants haveKnowledge to diſcern between Good and 
Evil; which is the medium Þ bring to prove the other by : Why 
do you not anſwer to rhat ? 


Ar.Chandler. They have no Knowledge,yet are capable of be- 


ing Incompleat Diſciples. 

Dr. Ruſſel. If by Compleat, you mean perfeRly (o, T know 
not of any ſuch Chriſtian in the World. But I hope this doth 
rot hinder, but there may be Real and AQtual Diſciples of 
Chriſt, made ſo by the Miniſtry of Men, and fitted for Holy. 
Paptiſm. Bat I proceed to the proof of my Minor. 

If th: Goſpetin the Miniſtration of it, was appointed to in- 
form Men what is Good, and what is evil, and Infants have 
no Knowledge to diſcern betwixt Good and Evil (as Mr. Chand- 
ler hath been forced to confeſy) then they are not capable to be 
made Diſciples by the Miniſtry of Men: 

But the Goſps! in the Mioiſtration of it was appointed to in- 
form Mea whac is Good, and what is Evil, and Infants have no 
Knowledge to diſcern betwixt Good and Evil, as Mr. Chandler 
hath been ford to confels: 

Therefore they are not capable to be made Diſciples by the 
Miniſtry of M-n. | | 

My. Robia/on, Wien Mr, Chandler hath diſtinguiſhed, you 
vaſt pur it int» a Syllogiſm, elle you will ſtill confound it. 


' 


Dr. Ruſſi! Anſwers, Have I not pur it into an Argument, and 
you will not ſufizr him to anſwer-it? If yu chink he hath 
por ſuificiently done that already, let kim 
v5 what he means by it, it he can, 

Ar. Chandlcr. T mean ons defigned and given to Learning, 
i5}:mnly engaged to ih, dedicated to the. Work, as a ws 

, : Enter 


o it again, and tell 
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eritered into a School before he underſtands one Letter ; this 
is Incompleat ; Compleat is to be made ſo by Learning. 

Here Dr. Rae! would have ſpoke, but was not permitted, 
but b oke in upon. 

Mr. Leigh, 1 appeal to any, whether a Child ſent to School to 
a Maſter, or Miſtreſs ; given op by the Parents, and accepted 
by them ; whether the Notion of a Scholar be not grounded 
on ſuch a Relation ? 

Dr. Ruſſe#l, 1 ſpeak of ARtual Diſciples, made ſo by Teaching ; 
are theſe ſuch, who (by yonur own Confeſſion) know not one 
Letter of the Book ? Theſe are Incompleat Scholars iadced 
Mr. Leigh. I believe there is a School-Maſter here ; let bim 
ſpeak whether ſuch be not immediately Scholars. 

Upon this, Mr. Ridge the School Maſter ſtood up and ſaid, 
Upon the Parents Dedication, and the Maſters Acceptation, and 
the payment of Entrance-Money, we do look upon him as a 
Scholar, Whereupon there followed a general Laughter, 

Dr. Ruſſel. I appeal to this Aſſembly, whether my Argu- 
ment did not expreſs ſuch that were made Diſciples by the Mij- 
niſtry of Men, What therefore is the Reaſon of your making 
ſuch a noiſe and ſtir about ſuch being accounted Scholars fo 
ſoon as they enter the School, before they know one Letter of 
the Book. Are theſe made Scholars by Teaching, when they 
have never learned, nor cannot. learn ; becauſe they have no 
Knowledges to diſcern between Good and Evil: And yer 
this is the Caſe of thoſe little Infants you prerend to Baptize: 

My. Chandler, We allow they are not capable of Knowledge 
to diſcern berween Good and Evil, nor of being made Com- 
pleat Diſciples. 

Dr Ruſſel. Then the Conſequence neceſſarily follows,that In. 
Fants are not at all intended in the Commiſſion of our Saviour, 
Matth. 28. 19. 

Mr. Robinſon. Put it into a Syllogiſm. 

Dr. Ruſſel, There is no need of thar, for Mr. Chandler hath 
granted every part of my Argument. . 

For 1. He hath granted thac Infants have no Knowledge to 
diſcern between Good and Evil. 

2dly. That (according ro my Argument) Infants-are not 
capable to be made Diſciples by the Miniſtry of Men. And 
then it muſt unavoidably follow, they are not intended in 
Chriſt's Commiſſion. 

Mr. Leigh. How Sirs ! Dd we ſay Incompleat Diſciples ate 
not in the Commiſſion? 

Dy. Ruſſel. Thar hath been ſufficiently ſpoke to already; I 
ſhall therefore proeced © 2 new Argument. — FSA 

Arg. 3. 


f 
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og. 3. If che Apoſtle Paul did declare all the Counſel of 


God, and kept back nothing that was profitable for the Church 
| of God, and yetdid never declare the Baptiſm of Infants to 


be a Goſpel Inſtitution according to Chriſt's Commiſſion; then 
it is no Goſpel Inſtitution, norany part of the Counſel of God, 
nor profitable for the Church of God. 

Bur the Apoſtle Par! did declare all the Counſel of God, and 
py ogy nothing that was profitable for the Church of God, 
and yer did neyer, declare the Baptiſm of Infants to be a 
Goſpel-inſtitutio? according to Chriſt's Commiſſion. | 

Ergo, It is no Goſpel-inſtitution, nor any Part of the Coun» 
ſel of God, nor proficable for the Church of God. 

My. Chandler. Your Argument is long, 

Dr. Ruſſel. Not ſo long, nor ſo hard to be underſtood. 

Mr. Robinſon. Sach long Arguments are never admitted in 
any Diſputation. , 2M £4 

Dr. Ruſſel. Let Mr. Chandler ſpeak to the Argument, 

Upon this, Mr. Chandler finding himſelf unable to anſwer it, 
notwithſtanding he had two or three Prompters to inftru& 
him, he quitted the Place of a Diſpurant, and Mr. Leigh deſir'd 
to take it up, which was admitted him, upon Condition he 
would ſpeak to thay Argument, which he rom to do. 

Mr. Leigh. | deny that the Apoſtle Pau} did never declare 
Infant Baptiſm to be a Goſpel-Inſtitution, _. - 

Dr. Ruſſel. Then you deny my Minor, which I thus prove. 

If the Apoſtle Pau! hath ſo declared it, it is ſomewhere to 
be found in the Writings of the New Teſtament, 

But it is not any where to be found in thoſe Writings. 

Ergo, the Apoſtle Pax! did never ſo declare it. 


My. Leigh, 1 deny the ſequel of your Major ; for the Words 


were ſpoken -to the Church at Epheſus ; and what do you talk 
of Paul's Epiſtles, he wrote but one that 1 know of to the 
Church at Epheſus. | 

Dy. Ruſſel. Part of the Words in my Argument were ſpoken 
to the Elders of the Church of Epheſus; but T have neither £Z- 
pheſus, nor Church of Epheſus, nor Pax/'s Epiſtles in my Argu-« 


" ment. Why do you not anſwer to the Argument. 


My. Leigh. We have not the whole of the ____ Paul's 
Writings in the New Teſtament; and this thar he wrote co 
the Church of Epheſus is but a ſmall part thereof. 

Dr. Ruſſel. Pray ſpeak to the Argument: You ſee I have no 
ſuch Expreſſions in 1t as are taken up by you. 

My. Leigh, T will do it by a Simile. 

You know that Paul wrote divers Epiſtles, and in them of 
different SubjeQs. ; : 

t 
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Tt is asif a Man ſhould write a Book of ſeveral things, and 
when he hath finiſhed it, one comes and cuts off ſix Leaves 
thereof; and after this, there 1s a mn ariſes, whether ſuch a 
Man hath writ any thing about ſuch a particular Subje&. Now it 
doth not follow, that becauſe ir is nor contain'd in the reſt of his 
Book, that therefore it is not in the ſix Leaves that were cut off. 

Dy. Ruſſel. Tf My. Leigh ſpeaks ad Rem, as T ſuppoſe he thinks 
he doth, then I thus infer apon him. Firſt, That he doth by 
this allow, that there is no Mention made of Infant-Baptiſm 
in any of thoſe Writings of the Apoſtle Pau!”s, rhar we haye 
bound up with the reft of che Holy Scriptures. Secondly, He 
ſuppoſes there may be ſomething faid of it inthoſe ſix Leaves 
that were cut off after hz had finiſhed his Epiſtles. 

Now the Aſſembly of Divines tell us, that the Scriptures of 
the Old and New Teſtament are the only Rule to dire& us in 
Matters of Worſhip. But whether Mr. Lezgh be of their 
Mind I cannot tell. 

Mr. Leigh. Yes, I arh. 

Dr. Ruſſel. Then what you mean by it T know not, but T 
believe they meant whar we have in the Bible, and not what is 
contained in thoſe ſix Leaves that were cut off, or elſe they 
deſigned to pur a Cheat upon the whole World, which I do 
not ſuppoſe. 

But as touching thoſe ſix Leaves, I conclude our Brethren 
have them not in their Cuſtody, becauſe I never heard thera 
ſpeak any thing in the leaſt concerning it. | 

For my own part, I can ſpeak for my felf; T never ſaw 
them, nor heard of them till now ; neither do I know any 
thing of the Matter. But if Mr. Leigh or his Brerbren have 
them in their Cuſtody, I deſire they would produce them. 
And when they have fo done, if they will pleaſe tro favour us 
ſo far as firſt to prove that thoſe were the very ſix Leaves that 
were written by Paul, we will take the Pains to examine them : 
And if it then appears that there is any ſuch thing contained in 
them as Mr. L-igh ſpeaks of, we will allow it. 

Mr, Leigh was angry hereupon, faying, Whatdoyon talk of 
our being the keepers of them? and what do you talk of all the 
New Teſtament? is all the New Teſtament the Apoſtle Pau!'s 
writings ? 

Dr. Ruſſel. 1 ſay T1 do not confine you to Paul's Epiſtles, 
much leſs pretend all che new Teſtament to be of the Apoſtle 
Paul's Writing, as you would infinuate to the People; bur 
my Words are, It's zo where ſo declared in the Writings of 
the New Teſtament, And do you produce one Inſtance that ir 
15, if you can, for that will put an Ifſie to our Controverbe. 

D Mr. Leigh, 
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Mr. Leigh. You would refer what Pas] ſaith to the Church 
of Epheſus, to the whole New Teſtament. 

Dr. Ruſ:1. I hope you will own the HolyScriptares to be the 
only Rule to direC us in Matters of Worſhip. 

Here Mr. Leigh breaks in upon the Doftor, not permitting 
him to ſpeak what he had to ſay ;, but inſtead thereof, he faith, 
I will not own that we have all the Sermons that Peu/ preached 
to the Church at Epheſus, and if we had, he mighe preach it 
to ſome others though he did not to them, fot this was ſpoken 
to them, 

Dy. Ruſſil. T refer you to the Scripture. You ſay that Pau! 
might declare ſome ſuch thing, and yet it may not be recorded 
in the Scripture. The Words are plain, 1 hav? not ſhunned to 
acclare to you all the Counſel of God, Atts 20. 27. And in 
Ver. 20. i kept back nothing that was profitable unto youw. And 
I do not ſuppoſe that Pau! tanght one DoQtrine in one Church 
and another DoQtrine in another. For in 1 Cor, 4. 17. He tells 
that Church, Timothy ſha bring you *nto remembrance ef my ways 
in Chrif* as I teach every where in every Church. 

Beſides, he'doth not only tell them that he had fo diſcharg'd 
his Office among them as to be free from the Guilt of their 
Blood, but that he was alſo free from the Blood of all Men, 
Ver. 21. Teſtifying ro the Jews and alſo to the Greeks, Repen- 
tance toward God, and Faith roward our Lord Jeſus Chriſt. 

And I further add, That if Paal never taught Infant-Bap- 
tiſm in the Church of Epheſus, nor in the Church ef Corinth, 
nor in any other Place, [ hope you will then acknowledge ir 
fo be no Goſpel inſtitution, nor any Part of the Counſel of 
God, nor yet profitable for the Chirch of God : And there is 
no Record in Holy Scripture of his fo doing. 

Mr. Leigh. I ſay Paul's Writings are not the hundredth Part 
of what Pau! preached. We cannot ſuppoſe that in thoſe ſix 
Chapters to the Epheſians he could contrive to put down the 
whole of his Preaching to them. | 

Dr. Ruſſel. Sir,you might have ſpared all this Labour z forT am 
fatisfied the People will not trouble themſelves to ſeek for it any 
where elſe, but only in theWritings of theNewTeſtament ; and 
if they will rake my Word I canaflure them 'tis not there to be 
found. And I perceive you think ſo too, or elſe you need nor 
referr them to Pay!'s Sermons which are not written, 1 have 
heard, indeed, of ſome unwritten Traditions that are lock'd up in 


the Pope's Breaſt, t0 be delivered out as he finds Occaſion for the | 


ſerving of @ Turn; but I never knew that the Presbyterians were 
ever intruſted with any ſuch: Treaſure. 

Mr. Leigh. You ſay it is not to be found in the Writings of 
the New Teſtament; I deny &. Dr. Ruſſel. 
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Dy. Ruſſel, Then you deny my Mzinor, which is the thing 
you ſhould have done before, only you were afraid of being 
brought to give an Inſtance. Now by denying my Minor, you 
ſay it's ſomewhere ſo recorded in the Writings of the New 
Teſtament, that Paul did declare the Baptiſm of Infants to be 
a Goſpel-inftitution, &c. And, to prove it is nor, I argae thus. 

If it be ſo recorded in the Writings of the New Te!tament, 
then Mr. Leigh or ſome body elſe is able ro ſh-w it. 

But neither Mr. Leigh, nor any body elſe, is able to ſhew ir. 

Ergo, Itis not ſo recorded in the Writings of the New Te» 
ſtamenr. 

Sir, I have now brought it to an Univerſal Negative, as I 
did with Afr. Chzdler upon the former Argument; and now 
it reſts upon you to produce your Inſtance. 

Mr. Leigh. T will ſzy it is in the Commiſſion, All Nations. 

Dr. Ruſſel. Are you of Mr. Chandler's Opinion ? 

Mr. Leigh. T will not anſwer you. 

Dr. Ruſſel. Then I ſay it is not written in the Commiſſion 
that Paul did ever declare any thing concerning the Baptiſm 
of Infants. . 

But what do you bring this for now ? You might have 
done it upon the firſt Argument, when we were upon the 
Commiſſion ; but it's wholly naproper now ; for this that 
we are now upon, is, Whether the Apoſtle Pay! hath any 
where ſo declared ir. 

Reader, Obſerve theſe Mens Trifling. Do they not know 
-as well as we, that the Commiſſion of our Lord for Holy 
Baptiſm was given Jong before Pau/'s Converſion; and ver 
they have the Confidence to aftirm before ſo great 2n Anudi- 
tory, That it is written inthe Commiſſion, that Paul did d2- 
clare the Baptiſm of Infants ro be a Goſpeinſtvution, &«. 
which is the thing expreſfed in my Argument. 

Upon this, the Reverend Ar. Chandler, (who had quitted the 
Work before) began now in a great Fury to break Sil-nce 
again, ſaying, You are a perfe& Sophiſter, your Arguments 
are full of Fallacies. 

Dr. Ruſſel. It is an eafie Matter for a Man to ſay ſo, that 
underſtands not an Argument himſelf. 

Mr. Leigh. Then, pray Sir,begin again from As 20. 27. 

Dr. Ruſſel. Truly, Mr. Leigh, I did not come ſo many Milcs 
to ſpend my Time thus, to go backwards and forwards after 
this manner, 

Mr. Chandler. You muſt do fo, if you underſtand the Rules 
of Tergiverſation. 

[This was one of Mr. Ln s Witticiſms.] 

2 


( 20) 

Dy. Ruſſel. Tf 1 do not underſtand thoſe Rules when I have 
occaſion for them, I will come to you and learn. | 

But to return to Mr, Leigh, for T have not done with him 
yet: Sir, you have aſſigned the Commiſſion to prove that Paul 
did declare \nfant-Baptiſm to be a Goſpel-Inſticution, part of 
the Counſel of God, &c. Now it's impoſſible that 'hould be 
written in the Commiſſion, as I have told you before : You 
muſt therefore {hew us where it is ſo Recorded in ſome other 
part of the New Teſtament ; and not aſſign a place where there 
.can be no mention of it. | 

Mr. Leigh. He ſays he gives us the Latitude of the whole 
New T-ſtament, 'but will not admit of tne Commiſſion, becauſe 
that doth nor ſay that Paul hath ſo declared. 


Dr. Ruſſil. And there is very good reaſon for it, for the Apo- 


ſftle Paul is now under conſideration, as mention'd in my Ar- 
gument ; who ſolemnly proteſteth, that in the diſcharge of his 
Miniſtry, he had freed himſelf from the blo d of all Men, in 
delivering to them all that his Maſter had given him in Com» 
miſſion. That he had not ſhunned to declare all the Counſel 
of God, he had kept back nothing that was profitable for the 
Church of God ; but as a faithful Steward of the Myſteries of 
God, he diddifpence the Word, as himſelf \declares in 1 Cor. 
4.1, 2. And I verily believe, that Pau! was as Faithful, as Emi- 
nent, and as Laborous a Servant as ever Chriſt had upon Earth. 
And therefore the force of my Argument depends upon this, 
That if Pau! never faid one word about Infant-Baptiſm, then 
it can be no part of the Counſel of God, nor a Goſpel In- 
ſtitution, nor ever given him in Commiſſion by his Lord and 
Maſter. 

You have denied my Minor; T have proved it by bringing 
you to an Inſtance by an Univerſal Negative. You have aſſigned 
the Commiſiton ; I have ſhewed you the impoſhibility of pro- 
ving it trom thence. I haye preſſed you to aſſign fome other 
part of the New Teſtament for an Inſtance. I have not as yer 
been able no obtain it, Here are divers Men of Parts and 
Learning among you, can none of you produce ſo much as 
one Inſtance to prove it? Surely the People muſt needs con- 
clude you have none to give. I therefore challenge you co 
prodece the place where it is written, that Paul ever ſaid one 
word of Intant-Baptiſm. And till that be done, my Argu- 
nent will {tand good. | 

Ar. Le::h, If Paul did not declare it, if we haveother places 
apparen” .:nd plain, at leaſt conſequential, it is ſufficient. 

Dy. R+ſſcl. This is not an Antwer to my Argument, you 
might nave gone here upon the other, but cannot upon cis; 
why did you not aſſign forme of thoſe places then? Iv. 
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My. Chandler. We deny the Conſequence, Paul might ſpeak 
of it ſome where elſe, though ir is not found in his Epiftles. 

Mr. Robinſon. You are to prove that, becauſe Pay! did not ſhun 
to declare to the Church of Epheſus the whole Counſel of God, 
therefore Baptizing of Infants nuſt be found there, or elſe ir 
is no part of the Counſel of God. 

Mr. Leigh. However, we will ſuppoſe the thing (bur not 
grant it) that Paul has not ſpoken of Infant Baptiſm. 
* Mr. Williams. If you ſuppoſe ir, we will cake it for granted ; 
if we may not,ſay ſo. | | 

Thus ended their Oppoſition to this Argument. 

Dr. Ruſſel. T will now proceed to another Argument, 
Arg. 4. Chriſt's Commiſhon doth ſh:w who are to be Bap- 
rized. 

But it doth not ſhew that Infants are to be Baptized : 

Ergo, Infants are not the SubjeQs cf Baptiſm according to 
Chritt's Commiſſion. 

Mr. Leigh. 1 deny the Minor, 

Dr. Ruſſel. By ſo doing, you ſuppoſe it doth ſhew it. 

I therefore thus Argue 

If the Commiſhon doth ſhew that Infants are to be Baptized, 
Mr. Leigh, or ſome other Perſon can ſhew ir us in the Com- 
miſſion. 


But neither Mr. Leigh, nor any other Perſon is able to ſhew 
it us in the Commiſſion. 


Ergo, The Commiſhon doth not ſhew that Infants are to be 
Baprized. 

Mr. Leigh. It is included in the word, All Nations. 

Dy. Ruſſel. T beg your favour ; Mr. Chandler afferted in his 
Sermon, That it was the Infants of Believing Parents that 
were to be Baptized: And that it was neceſſary Men ſhould 
Repent and Believe, otherwiſe they had no Right to this Or» 
dinance. And if we were ſent (faith he) into an Heathen Na- 
tioh, we ought to ingage Men to Repent and Bclieve, before 
we Adminiſter this Ordinance to them. Here are Qualifica- 
tions required in the Perſons to be Baptized (by your own C on- 
feſſion) without which you muſt not Adminitter ir. And it is 
contrary both to your own Principles and PraQice, to Baotize 
Jews, Turks and Heathens,and all their Infants, without previous 
Qualifications to fit them for it. 

Mr. Leigh. I fay it is included in the Word, All Nations : Do 
you prove it is not. | | 

Dr. Ruſſel. You have brought an Inſtance, ani it is vour 
bufineſs ro make good your own Inſtance ; otherwite my Ar- 
gument ſtands firm and untouch'd, | 


But 
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But if I ſhew there are ſome Qualifications required in the 
Commiſſion, and prove that thoſe cannot be found in Infants ; 
then Infants cannot be included in the Word, All Nations. 

I rell you he hath commanded us to Baptize ſome Perſons, but 
he hath not commanded us to Baptize any Infants ; which I 
thus prove. 

If thoſe that Chriſt in his Commiſſion hath commanded to 
be Baptized, muſt firſt be made Difciples according to that 
Commiſſion ; then Infants are not co be Baptized by Virtue 
of that Commiſſon. 

But thoſe that Chriſt in his Commiſſion hath commanded to 
be Baptized, muſt firſt be made Diſciples according to that 
Commiſſion. 

Ergo, Infants are not to be Baptized by Virtue of that Com- 
miſſion. | 

Mr. Leigh. I deny your Conſequence. Repeat it again. 

Dr. Ruſſel. Then I will make ir Categorical. 3d 

All thoſe required to be Baptized by Chriſt's Commiſſion, 
are Diſciples : Infants are not capable to be Diſciples, as I have 
already proved. ws 

Ergo, Not required to be Baptized by Chriſt's Commiſſion. 

Mr. Leigh. TI deny your whole Argument: That all that 
Chriſt requires to be Baptized, are Diſciples, and that Infants 
are not capable, | 

Dr. Rufſcl. If no other but Diſciples are expreſs'd in the 
Commiſſon, then the Major is true. 

And if Infants are uncapable to be made Diſciples, then the 
Minor is true alſo, 

Mr. Leigh. We ſay they are implied; you allowed good 
Conſequences but now. 

Dr. Ruſſel. Bur here are Diſciples mentioned in the Commil- 
fon; and none but ſuch that are made ſo by the Miniſtry of 

en. 

Mr. Leigh. You talk of the Commiſhon: Tr is the good Con- 

ſequences I inſiſt upon; and ſay, Perſons are not to be Com- 
pleat Diſciples before they are Baptized ; nor aftually 'Taught 
before they are Diſciples. 
' Dr. Ruſſ:l. Perhaps you' mean a men is not a Compleat Chri- 
tian, if he hath not attained to the higheſt PerfeQion he is ca+ 
pable of whilſt 11 chis Life; although he hath bezn a real Chri- 
ſtian for many Years. I ſpeak not of ſuch a Completion, but 
of ſuch that are attual Diſciples of Chriſt, made ſo by the 
Miniſtry of Men. =: 

Mr. Leigh. I ſay there is no neceſſiry of being Diſciples in 
your Sente, before they are Baptized. oy 
| Ic. 
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Dr. Reuſe]. Then I will prove there is a necefficy. | 

Tf our Lord in his Commiſſion did not require his Apoſtles 
to Baptize any, but only ſuch as they had before made his Di. 
ſciples by Teaching ; then there is a neceſſity they ſhould be 
Actual Diſciples before they are Baprized. : 

But our Lord in his Commiſſion did not require his Apoſtles 
to Baptize any, but only ſuch as they had before made his Di- 
ſciples by Teaching. 

Ergo, There is a neceſſity they ſhonld be AQtual Diſciples be- 
fore they are Baptized. 

Mr. Leigh. | deny the Minor. 

Dr. Ruſſel. Then I will read the Commiſſion. 

Mr. Leigh. You need not do that, we all know the Com- 
miflipn very well. 

Dr. Ruſſel. I will read my Maſter's Commiſſion, Matth 28. rg. 
Go ye therefore and Diſciple all Notions, Baptizing them in the 
Name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt. 

This Commiſſion is very ſolemnly delivered, wherein our 
Lord declares, that all Power in Heaven and Earth was given 
to him. And by Virtue of that Power-—— Here Mr. Robinſon 
ſtops the Do&or, and cries out, You are not to Preach here, Sir. 

Dy. Ruſſel. May I not have leave to draw my Inference from 
the Text ? 

Mr. Leigh, Form your Argument. The Text doth not diſco- 
ver it, 

Dr. Ruſſ#. Is not our Lord's Commilhon of as good Autho- 
rity as my Argument ? When [ have ſpoken to that, I will then 
form an Argument from it; if you will be filent, and ſuffer 
me ſo to do. 

I ay, that in this great Commiſſion, our Lord declares 
his great Power. | 

Mr, Leigh. Form your Argument. 

Dr. Ruſſel. F hope the uſe of all our Syllogiſms ts to bring us 
to the Commiſſion : And now we are come to it, lee us tee 
whether theſe things are to be found therein, or not. Wilt 
you pretend that Infants are in the Commitizon, and mutt nor 
the People be ſuffered to ſee whether there be any thing men- 
tion'd about them, or not. 

Mr. Robinſon. Is this your Argument? Bring vour Argument. 
And then he bawls very loud, ſaying, Mr. WW: ms, will you 
ſuffer him to Preach ? 

8 Mr. Williams anſwers, No, I will not ſuff:zr him to Preach 
ere. 

Dr. Reſſe!, What do you talk of Preaching ? Are ye afraid 
of the Commiſſion ? I hope it 15 not {o bad with you, as ir was 

WITH 
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with ſome in Times paſt,, whom one 6f he Fathers (5. e. 7's 
raliian) calls by the Name of Lucifuge Scripturarum, &c. Flyers 
from the Light of the Scripture (as Bats do from the light of 
the Sun : ) What is the reaſon, Gentlemen, you will not 'en- 
dure to hear the Commiſion opened ? Will you fly from the 
Light of rhe Commiſſion of our Lord and Saviour Jeſus Chriſt ? 
Is itnot the SubjeQ contained in the Queſtion ; And will you 
(or dare you) deny that whatT have ſaid is in the Commiſſion ? 

Mr. Leizh. We lay not ſo. | 

Dr. Ruſſel, If you ſhould, you would direAly oppoſe Mr. 
_ "Calvin, For he ſaith, There is no mnention made of Infants in the 
Commiſſion, as it 15 expreſs'd either in Masth, 28, or Mark 16. 
And further fairh, we may as well apply thoſe words in 2 The/! 3. 
10. That if any wonld not work, neither ſbould he eat : Tolittle 
Infants, and ſo keep them from Food till they ſtarve, as to ap- 
ply what is ſaid in the Commiſſion to them, whereas it belongs 
only ro the Adult. 

Mr. Robinſou, This 1s not to the purpoſe, what have we to do 
with what Mr. Calvin ſays ? : | 

Dr. Ruſſel. I did not know but you might have had a Vene- 
ration for Mr. Calvin ; bur ſeeing it's otherwiſe, I will thus Ar- 

e from the Commiſſion. 

If there be an expreſs Command in our Lord's Commiſſiory 
for the Baptizing of ſome Perſons, and there be no expreſs 
Command neither there nor elſewhere, for the Baptizing of 
Infants; then*the Baptiſm of Infants is not contained in that 
Commiſhon : 

Mr. Robinſon. We ſay though ——— _. 

Dr. Ruſe!. What again Mr. Robinſon ? muſt T always be thug 
broke in upon by you; What is the meaning of it ? When 
you ſee you are like ro be piuched upon an Argument, ther 
you make it your buſineſs to hinder me from ſpeaking : Doth 
this become a Moderator ? 

I beg I may have Liberty to ſpeak out, and not be thus 
taken up in the midſt of an Argument. Pray, Sir, remember 
what the Wiſe man faith of ſach a one, that anſwers a matter 
befcre he hears ir. 

L fay, if there be an expreſs Command in our Lord's Com- 
miſſion for the Baptizing of ſome Perſons, and there be no 
expreſs Command neither there nor elſewhere for the Baptizing 
of Infants; then the Baptiſm of Infanrs is not contained in 
that Commiſſion : 

But there is an expreſs Command in cur Lord's Commiſſion 
for;the Baptizing of fome Perſons, and there is no expreſs 
Command either there or elſewhere for che Baptizing of 
Infants : Ergo, 


- 
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Ergo, The Bapriſif of Infants is not contained in that Coty- 
miſſion. : Es 

Mr. Leigh. Inftead of giving his Anſwer to the Argument, 
he ſhams it off after this manner ; ſaying, I appeal to the Peo- 
ple. Though he allowed Conſe es but now, yet now he 
requires an expreſs Scripture. yet [ ſay, If Nations ini- 
clude Infants, they are expreſly mentioned. 

Upon this, Mr. Robinſon turns Difator, and ſays to Mr. Leigh, 
You were better deny his Conſequence. . 

Dr. Ruſſel ſaith, ray Mr. Leigh, be pleaſed to change places 
-with Mr. Robinſon, lethim be Diſpurant, and you Moderator ; 
for I perceive neither you, nor I are able to pleaſe him. This 
Was feſfod. Upon which Dr. Ruſſel ſaid to Mr. Robinſon, Pray 
Str, do not you rhnas DiQarte to him, I have none to Ditate to 
me : Pray let him anſwer my Argument. | va 

Here My. Leigh did as Mr. Robinſon had #aught him, and de- 
pied the Conſequence ; and alſo that an expreſs Command was ne« 
refſary #0 Authorize the Baptizing of: Infants. 

Dr. Ruſſel: My Argument was, If rhere be an expreſs Com- 
mand for the Baptizing of ſome Perſons, you deny the Sequel 
of the Major; and in fo doing you, ſay, That notwithſtandi 
there is no expreſs Command for the Baptizing of Infanrs, 
neither there nor elſewhere in all che Holy Scripture ; yet ne- 
vertheleſs they are incended in the Commiſſion. _ 

Mr. Leigh. I do fo. p 

Dr. Rufſil And I ſay, if there be an expreſs Command for 
the Baptizing of ſome Perſons; but none at all for the Bap- 
tizing of Infants : Then they are not at all intended in that 
Commiſſion, | | 

Mr. Leigh. I deny firſt the ſequel of the Major, and then I 
will deny your Mor. \ per. 

Dr. Ruſſel. This ſeems yery ſtrange, that when I have made 
it appear ſo evidently from the Commiſſion it ſelf, thar there 
is an expreſs Command for the Baptizing of ſome Perſons ; 
and yet it ſhould not be allowed as a neceſſar Conſequence 
from the Premiſes, that Infants are not intended - when your 
ſelves have confeſſed there is no expreſs Command ia 'all the 
Scriptures, for the pricing of Infants. | 

Mc. Leigh. IT deny the ſequel. 

Dr.Ruſſel, Then will prove that there is an expreſs Command 
for the Baptizin of ſome Perſons,from the Commiſſion it ſelf, - 
p Mr. Leigh, That is not the ſequel of the Major, it is that I 

eny. 
Dr. Ruſſcl. And I bring the Commiſſion to prove it. But yot! 
ſay, that notwithſtanding our Lor@ hath expreſly —_— 
= E ome 
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Jl! ſony Perſons to.be.Baptized ;: although he hath not commanded 
"If Infants to be Baptized, yer they may be ſome of that Number. 


| | Harh.Corif rwo ſorts of SubjeQs:that the commands to be Bap- 
Q! 'tized in. that Commiſſioa ?.+ Oc, rather, are ſome commanded, 
Fl and, others not commanded,, and. yet both to be Baptized; the 

#1) one, by, a Command; and the other without ?. 
| Here Mr. Leigh refuſes to..4uſwer, and cries. out, Put it into a 


Syllogilm. No ;at 

. De. Ruſſel. If 'no Perſons are to be Baptized according to that 
Commiſſion, burt,what are there expreſly commanded ; and 
Infants are. nct ſo commanded ; then the Conſequence of the 
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all  Mpjor £7ue 2: tr. 
| Nik {But no Perſons are to, be Baptized, meeording to.that Com- 
4 miſſion bur what arg there, expreſly commanded ; and Infants, 
bill are RY commanded : . _ 


« Ergo, The. Conſequence of the Major is true. | 
Mr. «Leigh. I deny. your. Minor. -\ YE 
Dr. Ruſſe By ſo dotg you ſay there are ſome to be Baptized 

that arg not there expreſſly commanded. , | 

. Mr. Leigh. No.you not, kgow your own Argument ? 

_., Dr. Ruſſel. I repeat;it not for my own Knowledge, but for 
the Peoples Information. . And I prove my Minor thus :. 

* IF the words of the Commiſſion are an expreſs Command 
to the Apoſtles, rodireQthem who they ſhould Baptize, then 
the Minor is true: gs * T3 F 

O bps, the words of the, Commiſſion are an exprels Comman1 
to #hs Apoſtles, to dire them who they ſhou d Baptize': © ». 
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. &rg0. The Miner is true. 
Mr. Leigh. T deny your Minor. ' 
- Dr, Ru{{cl{. If there: be no other Commiſſion of our Lord for 
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IF there be no manner of Allowance given them to baptize 
any other but what chey are exprefly commanded, then'the 
Sequel of the Major is true : | 

ut there is no manner of Allowance given them to baptize 
any other but what they are expreſly commanded-: 

Ergo, the Sequel of the Mayor 1s rrue. 

Mr. Leigh was pleaſed here to give a general D:nial, without 
Diſtinguiſhing : Upon which Dr. R«/e referr'd him to his for» 
mer Argument, wherein he had already ſthewed, that there is 
an expreſs Command for the Baptizing of all ſuch, that they 
arz required to baptize by Virtue of Chriſt s Commiſſion. 

Mr. Leigh. | deny your Minor, . bit diftinguiſh between the 
Command being'exprefſed and the SubjzAs intended. 

Dr. Ruſſel. If the "Words in the Commiſſion about Haly 
Baptiſm be a Command from Chriſt to his Apoſtizs, then the 
Minor 15 true: 

But the Words in the Commiſſion about Holy Baptiſm are a 
Command from Chriſt to his Apoſtles : 

Ergo, The Minor is true. 

Mr. Leigh. Upon Diſtinftion, we deny that all the SubjeQs 
are expreſs'd. | 

Dy. Ruſſel. My Argument faith, They have not Allowance 
to baptize any other. I am now therefore to prove that the 
Commiſſion 1s a Command to them, if you deny it. 

Mr. Leigh, I allow that che Command 1s exprefs'd : Bur I fay 
the SubjeQts ace to be brought in by Conſ- quence. 

Dy. Ruſſel. Then IT will prove that the Subj:Qs are expreſs'd. 

If Chriſt did command his Apoſtles to baptize ſuch as be» 
lieve and are made Diſciples, then the Subje&s are exprets'd: 

Bur Chriſt did Command his Apoſtles to baptize ſuch as be- 
lieve and are made Diſciples : 

Ergo, The Subje&s are expreſs'd. 

Mr. Leigh. | finda fault with your Syllogiſm ; your Majwr 
ſhould be Univerſal. 

Dr Ruſjcl. I was to prove there is a Command, with ReſpeR 
to the SubjeAs ; and therefore I have form'd the Syllogiſm 
right. For it is evident that Believers. and Diſciples are the 
Subjets they are commanded to baptize. 

Mr, Robinſon, You muſt ſay all the SubjeQs. 

Dr, Ruſſel. By yo r Favour, there is no need of that. For 
Mr. Leigh denies there-is an expreſs Command in Chriſt's 
Commiſton for any SubjeQs. 

Mr. Leigh. I hope the People can teſtifie that I ſaid the 
Command is expreſs'd : But the SubjeQs ta be brought /in 
Conſequentially. 
E 2 Dr. Ruſſl, 
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Dr: Ruſſel. Ts not that the ſame which T ſay you faid? I 
know you allowed there was a Command for the thing it ſelf, 
but not for th: Subje&s. And therefore I have anſwered 
rightly, and your Oypofition is unreaſonable. 

Mr. Leigh. We muſt all confeſs that Jeſus Chriſt gave Com- 
miſſion to baptize Believers when at the age of Maturicy. 
Such as were before Jews and Greeks, and Newly-believing in 
the Lord Jeſus, were thereupon to be baptized ; but afterwards 
the Children of thoſe Believers. 

Dy. Ruſſel. It's faid in Mark 16, 16. He that believeth and is 
baptized ſhall be ſaved. Here is not one Word of Infants. 

Mr. Leigh. And it follows, He that believeth not, ſhall be 
damn'd. Now if believing be previons to Baptiſm, by the 
fame Way of —_— it muſt be neceſſary to Salvation ; and 
fo you muſt ſay, That all not believing are damn'd, and fo all 
Infants are damn'd. 

D. Ruſſel. This is a Non-ſequitur : For Infants are not at all 
intended in this Commiſſion, as I have already ſhewed you ; 
and as My. John Calvin doth alſo affirm, 

But TI hope Mv. Leigh will allow our Saviour's Words to be 
True; That 1! choſe his Apoſtles preached to, according to 
iis Commiſſion, if they did not believe, they ſhould be 
damned. For of ſuch it is ſaid, He that believeth not, is con- 
aemned already, bicauſe he hath not believed in the Name of the 
only begotten Son of God. 

But as touching Infants, T am far from believing that God 
hath decreed them (as fuch) to eternal Damnation. I will 
rather believe that all Infants dying in their Infancy are ele- 
Red, than conclude that any of thenrare damned. And I ſup- 
poſe you do not know the contrary, If you do, I deſire you 
would tell the People ſo. 

Mr. Leigh. What do you put that upon us for ? 

Dr. Ruſſel. Becauſe I think it's reaſonable you ſhould tell the | 
People what your Qpinion is, ſeeing you have ſtarted it 5; for 
you ſee I have given my Opinion Healy about it; and if you 
think crherwiſe, pray tell the People ſo. © 

For then I conceive that your Baptizing their Infants will 
do them no good ; for you cannot alter the Decrees of Hea- 
ven: Qr if you believe, as the Papiſts do, that Grace is con-| 
veyed to them barely by the A& done, notwithſtanding the 
Children are wholl alive in it, pray tell us fo, | 

Mr. Leigh refufed to anſwer to the former, but gave this 
Anſwer to the Jatter: No, we deny that. + 

Here Mr, John Williams, baptiz'd Minifter, offered his Argue 


Mente. 
It Be- 
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If Believers are the only SubjeQs of Baptiſm according to 
Chriſt's Commiſſion, then Infants are not : 

Bur Believers are the only SubjeQts of Baptiſm according to 
Chriſt's Commiſſion : 

Therefore Infants are not. 

Mr. Leigh denied the ſequel of the Major ; which was thus 

oved. 
If Infants are incapable of believing, then they are not the 
SubjeAs of Baptiſm according to the Commiſſion : 

But Infants are incapable of believing: 

Therefore they are not the SubjeRts of Baptiſm according to 
the Commiſſion. 

Mr. Leigh ſaid the Greek Word ſignified to make Diſciples ; 
and I deny that Infants are incapable of being made Diſciples, 

Mr, Williams ſaid he did. not underſtand Greek ; he muſt 
leave that to his Brother. 

Then Mr. Leigh ſaid, I deny the Minor. 

My, Williams proved his Minor thus : 

If the Eſſence of Faith conſiſts in the AR of che Underftan- 
ding and of the Will, then Infants are incapable of believing: 

But the Efſence of Faich conſiſts in the AR of the Under- 
Nanding and of the W1ll : 

Therefore Infants are incapable of believing. 

Mr. Leigh denied the Sequel of the Major, which Mr. W:l- 
liams thus proved. 

If none can believe on Jeſus Chriſt, that never heard of 
Jeſus Chriſt, then Infants are incapable of believing: 

But none can believe on Jeſus Chriſt, that never heard of 
Jeſus Chriſt: 

Therefore Infants are incapable of believing. 

My. Leigh denied the Sequel of the Major. 

But he ſhould have remembred what is written, Rom. 10, 14. 
How ſball they believe in him of whom they have not heard? and 
how ſhall they hear withaus @ Preacher * AndI do not ſuppoſe 
our Antagoniſts think they are obliged to preach to New-born 
Infants. And yer the Adminiſtration of Baptiſm is (by the 
Commiſſion) reſtrained to ſuch as are made Believers by the 
Preaching of the Word. 

Theſe Arguments being ſufficient to prove the Incapacity 
of Infants believing , the next Argument - Mr. - Williams 
offer'd, was ( from thence) to prove that Infants conld not 
be the Subje&s of Baptiſm according to Chriſt's Commiſſion. 

If the Adminiſtrator muſt have an Account of the Faith of 
the Subje& before ke baptize him , then Infants are not the 
SubjeQs of Baptiſm according to Chriſt's Commiſſion + 


* 
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But the Adminiſtrator muſt have an Account of the Faith 
of the SubjeQ before he baptize him: , 

Therefore Infants are not the SubjeQs of Baptiſm according 
to Chriſt's Commiſſion. 

Mr. Leigh denied the Minor. 

For the Proof of which, Mr. Williams urged two Scriprures, 
Aﬀs 8. 36, 37. and Mat. 28. 19. and ſaid, when the Eunuch 
propoſed for Baptiſm, Philip tells him, If thou believeſt wich all 
thy heart. thon mayſ. The contrary (that fairly offers it ſelf ) 
is this; That if thou doſt not believe with all chine Heart, 
thou mayſt not. And upon this, the Eunuch declared his 
Faith before he was Baptized. | 

From whence it's evident, the Eunuch was content to be 
taught ; Philip teaches him ; and yer after this, he muſt know 
whether he believes, before he baptized him. Therefore ir 
follows, they muſt have atual Learning ; and the Miniſter 
muſt alſo know that they have it before he baprize them. 

And in Mar. 28. 19 Go diſciple to me all Nation: ,- baptizing 
them. From whence I thus argue. 

If Miniſters have no Commiſſion to baptize any but ſuch as 
are diſcipled to Chriſt, then they muſt have an Account of 
their Diſcipleſhip before they baptize them: | 

Bot Miniſters have no Commiſſion ro baptize any bur ſuch as 
are diſcipled ro Chriſt ; 

Therefore they muſt have an Account of their Diſcipleſhip 
befote they baptize them, 

To which was added, That Eraſmus in his Paraphraſe upon 
the New Teſtament, reids the Commiſſion thus, Go and teach 
all Nations, and when they have learned, dip them, And I fur- 
ther ſay, If the Adminiſtrator muſt have an Account of the 
Perſon's Learning before he be baptized, then a bare going to 
School is not ſufficient ro conſtitute him a Diſciple. 

My. Robinſon, Do you ſee, Sirs! this Gentleman grounds his 
Opinion upon the Authority of Eraſmus. 

Dr. -Rnſſel. Why muſt Eraſmus be thus flighted ? Here are 
ſome Honourable Perſons know very well, that Eraſmus was 
a Man not to be deſpiſed for his Skill about the Etymology of 
a Greek Word, Bur any thing ſerves your turn at a Pinch. 

Mr.- Leigh, "He quotes Eraſmas ; and it's well known he was 
between, Papiſt and Proteſtant. Now many of theſe Men, 
ſpeaking-againſt Infant-Baptiſm, will call it Popery ; and yer 
he-quotes'Eraſmus for their Judgment. 

"Now,. foraſmuch as Mr. Leigh ſlipp'd the Argument, and 
only: replied to that of Eraſmus, that he was an Inter*Papift, &c. 
Ar. Williams gave him this Anſwer. & 

; Ir, 
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Sir, You have heard my Argument. to which you have given 
no Anſwer. As touching Eraſmus, I did not quote him as 
building my Faith on his ; Reta ona but for his Judgment ; ic 
being the Tranſlation of a Man that underſtood che Original : 
And although he was nor accounted one of the beſt of Men; 
yet he was accounted one of the beſt of Scholars in his Time. 

Mr. Leigh. And now as to the Eunuch, he was a Profſelyte 
too, and his Infahts, if he had any, were to be taken in alfo, 
Philip comes to him .and he requires a Confeſſion of his Fairh, 
becauſe he was a grown Man. Yet had he had an Infant with 
him, he had had a Right to this Ordinance afrer he believed, 
When by your Opinion it muſt be caſt out; becauſe not capa» 
ble of AQual Believing. 

Now I deny that he that Adminiſters the Ordinance, muſt 
always have an account of the Perſon, whether he hath Lear- 
ned, or nor. 

(I ſuppoſe Mr. Leigh forgot himſelf, to talk of an Eunuch's 
having Children. Ir puts me in mind of - a-Story I lately heard, 
of a | bv" anoart Miniſter that undertook (in a Sermon) to 
prove Infant- Baptiſm, and-to that end choſe-rhis Text for his 
purpoſe, of Philip's Baptizing the Eunuch. - And when he had 
inſiſted ſome time upon it, he ſpeaks'after this manner to the 
People : Beloved, when you are gone, perhaps you will ſay, What 
is all this to the purpoſe? Here is not one word of Infants in the 
Text. , It is true, lays he, there is not, but I will tell you how that 
comes in: Had he had. his Wife and Children with him, they had 
then beer! Baptized as Well as himſelf : But they were at a great 
diſtance from him'; but as foox as he came home, immedia:ely he 
Baptized them all.I will make no Comment upon 1t,bur only this: 
If theſe Gentlemen know- what an Eunuch 1s, then iFs vain Ba- 
bling : If they do not, let them go. to the Grand Senior's Se- 
ragiioand learn.) . | | 

Mr, Williams. We have plain direQtion fgr what I have ſaid 3 
Philip ſaid to the Eunuch, 1f thou believeſt with all thine heart, 
thou mayeft. And accordingly he took an account of his Faith. 

And in the Commiſſion,. Go Diſciple all Nations, Baptizing 
them, From whence it's evident, it was thoſe they had made 
Diſciples, that they were to Baptize. And therefore they -muſt 
know whether they are Diſciples or no, before they muſt ad- 
venture to Baptize chem. 

2 Mr. Leigh. You Argne thus, becauſe - 47:5, Them, is of 
the Maſculine Gender, it, muſt-agree with warms, Diſciples, 
being of the ſame Gender : ' And not-with Tar2 mu 9m, all 
Nations, But any School-Boy that hath bur learned his Greek 


Grammar, can treſvlve thi, 
Now 
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Now My. Williams had told him before, that he did not unders ' 
fland Greek ; and ſo he made bold to vapour with it, when he was 
Reſponding to him. | 

But Mr. Leigh might have been ſo civil to have told the Old Gen- 
tleman his Senſe of it. and not (in ſuch a light manner) to have 
referr'd him to # School- boy for his Information. 

A School-boy knows (if Mr. Leigh doth not) that the Rule 
. in the Greek Grammar 1s as follows : 

Relativum cum Antecedente Concordat genere, numero Or perſons. 
And therefore muſt give it for Mr. Will:ams. 

But I will refer theReader to a better Authority than aSchook 
boy : The late Reverend and Learned Miniſter of the Goſpel, 
Mr. John Goſnold, in his Book Entituled, Bam):opuwgr AiSayie, 
pag. 24 who thus faith, The word Them (Baptizing them) hath no 
reference wnto All Nations, as is to be ſeen in the Grammar of the 
Text, &u7z#s, Them being of the Maſculine Gender, but my 
Te. #9rn, All Nations , of the Neuter. 

This Them then muſt have reference to Diſciples, to ſach as 
are firſt Taught: | 
; But Mr. William: paſſes'by this trivial Flouriſh ; and pro- 
ceeds to a new Argument. _ 

If Infants are incapable of denying themſelves for Chriſt, 
then they are incapable of being made Diſciples of Chriſt: 

- Bar Infants are incapable of denying themſelves for Chriſt : 

Therefore they are incapable of being made Diſciples of Chriſt, 
Mr. Leigh denies the Sequel of the Majou, 

- Mr. Williams proves #t thus. | | 

If a Perſon cannot be his Diſciple anleſs he deny both Re» 
lative Self and Perſonal Self, then the Sequel is true : 

- Bur Infants are not capable ſo ro do: 
*_ 'Therefore the Sequel is true. 

Mr. Leigh. This purely refers to grown Perſons; and by the 
me Argument you may fay Infants muſt- not Eat ; becauſe ir 
is ſaid in anorher place, He that cannot work, muſt not eat. 

Mr. Williams. _ Sir, It is he' that will nor work, not he 
that cannot. It is he that is able and will not. PorT hope 
you” will provide for your Parents, when by reaſon of Age 
they are not able to work for themſelves. | 

Mr. Leigh. But this po refers to grown Perſons, and I 
deny that Believers only are Diſciples. 

* Mr. Williams. I proved that thus ; Thoſe that in March. 28. 
are called Diſciples, are in Mark 16. called Believers : So that 
they are the ſame Perſons intended. | 

Hereupon My. Leigh not being able to give a dire# Anſwer, en« 
deavours to ſhift off the force of thoſe two Texts, and his Inference 
from them, by this Evaſion, Mr. 
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Mr. Leigh. T wonld know whether Infants are not as capable 
of Believing in Chriſt, as of coming to Chriſt ? Now they are 
ſaid to come when their Parents brotght them. For Chrift 
fays, Suffer little Children to come unto me : And it's moſt pro« 
bable they were brought in the Arms to Chriſt, Why-may 
they not be ſaid to Believe, when they do not aQtually Be- 


" ligve; if imputatively they are ſaid to come when their Par- 


rents brought them ? : 

So, why may not they be ſaid to Believe imputatively, when 
heir Parents devote them to Jeſus Chriſt, although the Chil- 
ren do not aQually Believe, but only the Parents ? 

Mr. Williams, T deny the Parents Faith was ever imputed to 

the Child. Prove itif you can. 

Mr.Leigh.We talk of Believers in firo Eccleſie and in foro Dei 
with Diſtintion. And under this Notion, and no other do we 
account Believers are ſo. | 

And under this Notion, I mean in foro'Eccleſie, the Parents 
Faith may be imputed to their Children. 

Mr. Williams. We fay a Perſon is not a Diſciple of Chriſt, 
eill he hath learned Chriſt. We do not allow of any- ſuch Im- 
putation: And Mr. Leigh hath not offer'd any thing ro prove ir. 

Dy. Ruſſil. Tt is timeto come to ſome Inſtance ; therefore to 
force you upon it, I argue thus : 

If the Apoſtles of our Lord did never Baptize any Infant, 
then the Baptiſm of Infants is not according to Chriſt's Com- 
miſſion: 

But the Apoſtles of our Lord did never Baptize any Infant : 

Ergo, The Baptiſm of Infants is not according to Chriſt's 
Commiſſion. | 

Mr. Leigh. I deny your Minor. 

Dr. Ruſſel. I prove my Minor thus. 

If there be any account that the Apoſtles did ever Baptize 
any Infant, it is ſomewhere Recorded in the Writings of the 
New Teſtament : 

Bur it is no where ſo Recorded in thoſe Writings : 

Ergo, There is not any account that the Apoſtles did ever 
Baprize anyInfant. | 

r. Leigh, T deny your Minor. 

Dr. Ruſſel. I muſt now force you upon an Inſtance by an 
Univerſal Negative. | 

If-there be any ſuch account in thoſe Writings, Mr .Leigh, 
or ſome other Perſon is able to ſhew it us : 

Bur neither Mr, Leigh nor any other Perſon is able to do it : 

Ergo, There is no ſuch account there to be faund. 
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* Here Mr. Leigh, being wholly dcſtitute of an Inſtance ; to ſhift it 
of, he denies the Sequel of the Major. And ſaith, it doth not 
: follow it muſt of neceſſicy be written in the New T:flament. 

Now although this was contrary to the Rules of Diſpute ; get 
Dr. Ruſl:1 could not urge him to give any Inſtance ; wherefore he Ar« 
gues upon him thus.” 

Dr. Ref:1. If nothing ele wil! do with you, I will prove the 
ſequel of my Major, according to your denial. 

If there be no other Rule left to dire& us how weare to Wore 
ſhip God in this Ordinance of Baptiſm according to the Go- 
ſpel, bur what js contajned in the Writings of the New Tefa- 
went ; then it muſt of neceſſity follow, that it be therein writ- 
ter, if ſuch an account be any. where tobe found : 

But there is no other Rule left to direQ us how we are te 
Worſhip God in.this Ordinance of. Baptiſm according to the 
Goſpe], but what is contained in the Writings of the New Tefa» 
ment : 

Ergo, Tt muſt of neceſlity follow, that it be therein written, 
if ſuch an account be any where to be found. 

_ Mr. Leigh. I ſay it might be pradtiſed in thoſe Times, 
though not Recorded in the New Teftament. 

Dr. Ruſſel. Will you grant that it is not Recorded in the New 
Teftament? | 

Mr. Leigh, We will ſuppoſe it ; but not grant it. | 

Dr. Ruſſe]. The reaſon why you ſuppoſe it, is becauſe you 
cannot prove it : For you are not ſo free of your Conceſſions, 

Mr. Leigh. It is not Recorded in the New Teſtament what you 
praQtiſe, that grown Children of Believers were Baptized, I 
challenge you to give one Inſtance of any one born of Be- 
lieving Parents, Baptized at Age. 

Dr. Ruſſel. T have called for one Inſtance from Scripture ſe- 
veral times, of any one Infant that was ever Baptized, and you 
have not been able to produce it. This you now ſpeak of, is 
beſides the Matter we are upon : And is uſed on purpoſe to 
divert us from our Argument, and lead us to ſome thing elſe 
that is foreign toit. Pray do you firſt ſhew us where it is ſo 
written in the New Teſtament, that any one Infant was Baptized, 
if you can; and then you ſhall hear what we have to ſay. 

Mr, Leigh, Theſe Men talk much of Scripture, and call upon 
vs fo produce Scripture for our Baptizing of Infants; as if 
they - had abundance of proof for their PraQtice : Now let 
them give but one Inſtance of what is their Pratice ; namely, 
of one Perſon that was born of a Believer, and was Baptized 
when he came to.grown Years; and I will give them the Cauſe. 


Dr, 
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Dy. Rufſel- T will Tnſtance in Conſtantine the Great, whoſe Mo- 
ther H:lera was a Chriſtian, and yet he was not Baptized till 
he was conſiderably in Years. 

B: ſides, T do not remember, that there is any account in 
Hifory, during the firſt 500 Years, that any one of the Fathers, 
or Eminent Biſhops of the Church,that were born of Chriſtian 
Parents, weve Baptized until they were abour 25 or 30 Years 
of Age. And if any of you know the contrary, I defire you 
would ſhew 1t. 

Mr. Leigh. What do you tell us of the Fathers ? We are 
not bound to abide by their Teſtimony. 

Dr. Ruſſel. This is the firſt time T have ever mer with this 
Anſwer from you Pzzdobaptifts, to tell ns you diſown the Te- 


© fimony of the Fathers in the point, of Infant Baptiſm, When 


you think the Fathers are on your fide, then we can hear 
enough of them ; but now you ſee they are againſt you, you 
will not abide by their Teſtimony. You know I do not all:dge 
it to prove the Inſtitution, but only Matter of FaQt. Bur ſeeing 
you will not abide by their Teſtimony, I ſhall leave it to be con» 
ſidered by the People ; For I am well fatisfied there are ſome 
Honourable Perſons here, know what I fay to be true. 

My.Williams doth then proceed to a Scripture Inſtance ; and aits 
Mr Leigh th:s Queſtion. Was not the Mother of our Lord a 
Believer, when Chriſt was torn ? 

Mr. Leigh Anſwers, What do you ask that Queſtion for 
Every Body knows that. 

Mr. Williams, But do you believe it? 

Mr. Leigh. Yes, I do believe ic : What then * 

Mr. Williams. Then here 1s an Inſtance for you fron\Scrip» 
ture, of the Child of a'Believer, thar was a Bzltever before he 
was born; and yet he was not Baptized ill he came to Years, 
And this we can prove. 

Upon this the People fell @ laughing at. Mr. Leigh, and his 
Countenance changed pale; and he was under ſome ſecring Couſters 
nation of Mina, ſo that he could not preſcutly recover kimjelf; but 
at laſt his Spirits rallied again, and then he ſpake 70 this effec. 

Mr. Leigh. Our Diſcourſe was grounded on the Couunititon, 
Now was this before the Commitlion, or after ic ? 

Dr. Ruſſel. It is a miſtake, Mr. Leigh, we were not now upon 
the Commiſſion, but upon your Queſtion. And I think 
Mr. Williams hath given you a pertinent Anſwer, every way 
ſuitable to your Queſtion, and the Challenge you made us : 
and you are bound to take it, Upon this he made no Reply ; 
But Addreſſed himſelf to us after this manner. Now if you pleaſe 
I will become Opponent. Our Anſwer was, You may, if you 
think fit, we are contented, F 2 Mr. 
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Mr. Leigh. Then I Argue thus. 

If Infants are viſible Church-Members, then they are to bg 
Baptized. 

But Tnfants are viſible Church-Members. 

Ergo, They are to be Baptized. RE bo 

Dr. Ruſſel. T his Argument doth not include the Point in que- 
ſion for you ought to put in theſe words, according to Chriſt's 
Commiſſion. | 

Mr. Leigh refuſed ſo to do. 

Upon which Dr. Ruſſel asked him this Queſtion. 

Are you of Mr. Chandler's mind in this Matter? He ſay, 
That Baptiſm is an Initiating Ordinance. 

Mr, Leigh anſwered, Yes, I am. : 

Dr. Ruſſel. Then make Senſe of your Argument, if you can: 
For it will run thus. 

If Infants are already viſible Members of the Church, then 
they are to be Baptized that they may be made ſo. 

Tr is as if T ſhould fay, That becauſe ſuch a Man is in this 
Houſe already, therefore there muſt ſome AQ paſs upon him to 
bring him in, when he is aQtually in the Houſe before, M 
Senſe of this, if you can. 

However, I will deny the Minoy ; and ſay they are not viſib 
Church-Members before they are Baptized. 

Mr. Chandler. If there be no Precept or Example in all t 
Word of God, to warrant us to make any other Initiating O 
dinance into the Church but Baptiſm, then viſible Chur 
Members ought to be Baptized. 

But there is no other Initiating Ordinance into the Churc 
beſides Baptiſm : . 

Ergo, Viſible Church- Members ought to be Baptized. 

Dr, Ruſſel. What, doth not Mr. Chandler know the diferenc 
between the Major and Minor? I deny the Minor, and his Argt 
_ 1s to prove the Sequel of the Major ; which T had confurd 

ore. | | 

But if this betrue that Mr. Chandler ſays, it is a full Anſw 
to Mr. Leigh's Minor :»For then it runs thus ; If there be no oth: 
way to bring Perſons into the viſible Church but by Baptiſt 
then they were not viſible Church-Members before they we 
Baptized, Which is direAly oppoſite to what Mr. Leigh hat 
affirmed. | 

Mr. Robinſon. This Argument was brought to prove that 1 
ſible Church- Members are to be admitted to Baptiſm. 


Mr. Williams. Ideny that Infants are viſible Church-Membe 
in their [nfancy. | 
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My. Leigh, T will pÞve that ſome are ſo, from Mazth, 19. 14; 
Suffer the little Children, and forbid them not to come unto me : for 
of ſuch is the Kingdom of Heaven, 

Dr. Ruſſel. Do you bring this to prove that theſe Children 
were Baptized ? 

Mr. Leigh. No, 1 do not pretend to any ſuch thing. 

Dr. Ruſſel. What then do you hring it for ? 

Mr. Leigh. I bring it to prove that Infants are viſible Church 
Members. 

Dr. Ruſſel. Tf you had brought it to prove that Infants had 
a right to the Kingdom of Glory, I ſhould have thought you 
had brought it to a better purpoſe, and more agreeable to the 
ſcope of the Place. 

Mr. Leigh. T Argue thus upon it. 

Thoſe that belong to the Kingdom of Heaven, that is, the 
viſible Church of Chriſt, are viſible Church-Members : 

But the Kingdom of Heaven, that is, the viſible Church of 
Chriſt, is in part made up of little Children : 

Ergo, Little Children zre viſible Church-Members. 

Dr. Ruſſel, T might here obje& againſt the form of your 
Argument : Bur to paſs that by, I do deny your Minor. 

Atr. Leigh. T ſhall prove my Minor, by an InduQtion of Par- 
ticulars, 

There are divers Acceptations of the Kingdom of Heaven 
in Scripture. As, 

r. It ſignifies the Laws and Promiſes of the Kingdom. 

2. The Graces of the Kingdom, whereby we are 2na- 
bled to obſerve thoſe Laws. And thus it is ſet forth by a grain 
of Muſtard-ſeed, by Leaven, and the like. 

3. It ſometimes ſignifies Jeſus Chriſt his Management of 
his Subj<Qs on Earth. 

- 4. And ſometimes it ſignifies the happineſs of the Saintsin 
lory. 

5. And many times it is taken for the viſible Church Mili- 
tanr. And in no other Senſe but this laſt, can it be taken in 
this Scripture to make good Senſe of it ; which I ſhall prove 
by an Argumenr of !nduttion 

If it be Nonſenſe to fay, Of ſuch is the Laws and Promiſes 
of the Kingdom ; If ic be Nenferſe ro ſay, Of ſuch is the 
Graces of the Kingdom ; It it be Nogſe:ife to fay, Of ſuck is 
Chriſt's Management cf his Subje&s on Earth ; If it be Non- 
ſenſe to ſay, Of ivch is the Happinels of the Saints in Glory ; 
and it be good Senſe ty ſay, Of fuch is the viſible Church ; 
then the vilible Ciurch is in part made op of little Children: 
' Butit is Nontence {© apply it to all the other,and it 15 good 
gSeaſe to ſay, of fic; 1, the viltible Church :; Ego, 
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Ergo, The viſible Churchis in part made up of little Chil. 
dren. | 

Dr. Ruſſel. There is fo much Nonſenſe in this Argument, I 
know not well how to make Senſe of it: It ſeems to me little 
to the purpoſe. But however, I will deny your Minor, and 
ſay, It 13 good Senſe to ſay, that little Children belong co the 
Kingdom of Glory. - ; 

I pray obſerve (by the way) what ſort of Subjefts Mr. Leigh's 
Church muſt conſiſl of ; if they have no Intereſt in the Graces of 
the Kingdom, nor yet in the Glory of the Kingdom. 

Mr. Leigh, I ſay it's Nonſenſe to underſtand it ctherwiſe. 

And upon this he deſired, that all thoſe who were ſarisfied 
with what he had ſaid ſhould hold up their hands. And of 
that grezt Multitude, there was bur a very few that did it : So 
_ it was manifeſt they were not ſatisfied -with what he had 

id. | 

Mr. Williams. Ts it Nonſenſe then to ſay, that any Infants be- 
long to the Kingdom of Glory ? ' 

Mr, Leigh. Yes, while they are in their Infant State ; for 
when arrived to Glory, they are perfe& as grown Men, what- 
ever they were on Earth. Otherwiſe we muſt ſay that there 
are Infants of rwo foot long, poor, weak, ignorant things in 
Glory : Therefore it muſt be thus taken, for we muſt make 
good Senſe of Scripture. bets 

Mr. Williams, T deny you Minor, and ſhall form an oppoſite 
Argument thus : 

If Infants are neither Members of the Univerſal viſible 
Church, nor yet of a particular Conſtituted Church, then they 
are not Members of the viſible Church at all : 

But they are neither Members of the Univerſal viſible 
Church, nor yet of a particular Conſtituted Church : ' 

Therefore they are not Members of the viſible Church at all. 

Mr. Leigh t0k no notice of this Argument, but ſaid, It did 
not belong to a Reſpondent to form an Argument, 

To which M-. Williams R2ply'd, My work is to clear the 
Tcath ; I will notbe ry'd up to your Rules of Diſputation. 

My. Robinſon req 1ired an expreſs prohibition of Infants Church 
M=-mberſhip. 

Mr, Williams Reply'd, That is fine indeed ; Pray give us an 
expreſs prohibition of Baptizing wich Cream, and Spittle, and 
Sale, _ Oy1; and che ule of the Croſs in Baptiſm : (all which 


you reje&) and of many things more that might be brought 
into the Worſhip of God, And to this no Reply was made. 
M-, Leigh inſiſting again upon his Argument for excluding In» 
fants out of the Kingdom of Heaven, from Matth, 19, affirming, 
t 
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that from thence it was Nonſenſe to ſay, they were the 
SubjeQs of Glory. Eh, 

Mr. Williams ſaid, We muſt diſtinguiſh between a Title to 
Glory, and the aftual Enjoymenc of Glory, Ele& Infants 
have a Title to Glory, by Virtue of the Righteouſneſs of 
Chri* imputed unto them ; although they are not aQually in ie. 

In the next place Mr. Wil:ams denied the Major, and proved 
to him from Matth i3. 7. That Church- Memberſhip could ner 
be the ground of a yrs becauſe thoſe many Phariſees and 
others, that came offer'd themſelves to 7ohn for Baptiſm, 
were Church-Members : And yet John denied to admit them 
co Baptiſm. | 

Firs Mr. Leigh diftinguiſbed between Church- Members de jure, 

ſuch that were only ſo de faQto. \ 
Mr. Williams asked him, whether he did own them to be 
Church-Members de fafo? 

His Anſwer war, He did. 

Then Mr. Williams t0/d him Church- Memberſhip could not be 
the ground of Baptiſm, 

Mr. Leigh ſaid, They were not ſo de jure, becauſe they were 
a Generation of Yipers, and therefore ought by the Law to 
have been caſt our. 

But when Mr. Williams did deſire him to tell him where that 
Law was written, he could not produce it. 

Upon this Dr. Rue] asked Mr. Leigh, v hat Relation this Ar- 

nt of his had to the Commiſſion ? For he did not know 
that they were obliged to follow them any longer in anſi wering 
ſuch/Impertinencies, that were not at all included in the Que- 
ſtion. And therefore deſired him to produce ſome Argyu. 
ment that was more.conſonant to the Point in Queſtion, for 
this was foreign to it. For we have granted you more than you 
ſeem willing to deſire, in favour of Infants; namely, Thar 
they have a Title both to Grace here, and Glory hereafter, 
through the Merits of Chriſt and his Righteouſneſs impured to 
them. And yet we cannot allow that they are the SubjeQs of 
Baptiſm, according to Chriſt's Commiſſion; or, a Part of the 
,Vittble Church. Nevertheleſs we have very Charitable Thoughts 
towards them, becauſe we believe their Salvation is ſecured to 
them another way. 

Mr. Leigh then proceeds to another Argument : 

If Infants are Diſciples, then they have a Right to Baptiſm 
. according to the Commiſſion : 

But Infants are Diſciples : 

Ergo, They have a Right to Baptiſm according to the Com- 
miſſion. 

Mr. Williams denied the Minor, In 
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In defence of which, they Argued from 45; 15. ro, after 
this Manner. Ns 

If thoſe upon whom the Yoke of Circumciſion was impoſed 
after the manner of Moſes, were called Diſciples, and the man- 
ner of Moſes was to Circumciſe Infants; then Infants are called 
Diſciples. ; 

But thoſe upon whom the Yoke of Circumdfion was im- 
poſed after the manner of Moſes, were called Diſciples, and 
the manner of Moſes was te Circumciſe Infants : 

Ergo, Infants are called Diſciples. 

Dr. Ruſſ#l. I both diſtinguiſh upon your Major, and deny the 
Conſequence thereof. ForT hope you underſtand a difference 
betwixt the Manner of petforming an Attion, and the Subjes 
upon whom it is performed. 

- The Manner of Moſes is the thing here ſpoken of ; which was 
to cut off the Foreskin of the Fleſh with a Knife, a ſharp Stone, 
or the like Inſtrument : And this was ſometimes praQiſed upon 
own Perſons, and ſometimes tpon Infants. As touching 
nk they are neither expreſſed, nor intended in the Scrip- 
ture you have alledged. For they are called Brethren, Believing 
Gentiles, ſuch that had an Epiſtle ſent to them, and when they 
d ir read, they rejoyced at the Conſolation, were eſta- 
bliſh'd in the Faith, and are called Churches : which your 
ſelves know (in thoſe Times) conſiſted of Adult Perſons, Mul- 
titudes both of Men and Women. But not of one Infant that 
we read of among them. And indeed, none of thoſe fore- 
mentioned CharaQters can agree to little Infants, 

Mr. Leigh. T grant the Manner is there ſpoken of, and the 

- SubjeQs brought in afterwards. But would not the People 
conclude that Infants were intended, if I tell them ic muſt be 
done after the manner of M»ſes ? 

Dr. Ruſſel, Tt's no matter what thoſe People conclude, that 
know not how to diſtinguiſh berween the SabjeQs, and the 
Manner. But choſe of whom«his was ſpoken, knew right well, 
that the falſe Teachers impoſed it upon the Gentiles that did 
Believe: And they are the SubjeQs here ſpoken of. 

Mr. Leigh. T would form this Argument. 

If thoſe are called Diſciples who are adviſed by Judaizing 
Chriſtians to be Circumciſed after the Manner of Moſes, then 

"Infants are called Diſciples : 

But they are called Diſciples that are adviſed fo to be Cir= 
cumciſed : | 

Ergo, Infants are called Diſciples. s 

Dr. Raſſel denies the Conſequence of the Major, for it doth 
not follow chat becauſe Adult Believers who are the —_—_ 

re 
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there ſpoken of (as is already proved) are Cal's Diſciples ; 
that therefore Infants, who are neither expreſſed, nor inten- 
ded, muſt be ſo call'd. For Mr. Leigh hath allowed the Di- 
ſtinQion betwixt the SubjeAs, and the Manner. | 

Mr. Leizh. Read the firſt Verſe, and you will find, that 
there came Men from Judes, that caught rhe Gentile Charch 
that believed, That unleſs they were circumciſed afrer the 
manner of Moſes, they could not be ſaved, &c. Ir was the 
Yoke of Circumciſion here intended. 

Whereupon Mr. #:1:am:; did deny, that barely Circumci- 
fion was that intolerable Yoke, which neither they nor theic 
Fathers were able to bear , that is there ſpoken of by Perey. 
For Circumciſion, barely conſidered, Children of Eight Days 
old were able to bear ir, and did bear it. 

But Circumciſion, as it obliged to the Law in Point of Juſti- 
fication, was that intolerable Yoke, which neither they, nor 
their Fathers were able to bear. For the Apoſtle tells che Ga- 
latians, That if they were circumciſed, Chriſt: ſhoald profic 
_ nothing ; and that they were bound to keep the whole 

aw. | 
New, altho* Circumciſion, barely conſidered, might be im- 
ſed on Infants ; yet the falſe DoQrine in which that into» 
erable Yoke did conſiſt, rogether with Circumction, could not 
be impoſed on Children. 

Beſides, that Circumciſion, afrer the Manner of Moſes, did 
not reſpe& the SubjeQs, but the Form. It was the Brethren 
that were the SubjeQs. the falſe Teachers would have had to 
have been circumciſed afrer the Manner of Moſes ; amongſt 
which, Children could not be numbred. 

For, 1, They were ſach Brethren that had received the 
Holy Ghoſt. 

2aly. They hid purified their Hearts by Faith. 

3dly. They were ſuch that from among the Gentiles were 
turned to God. : 
| Then they went off alſo frotm this, and ſaid, Infants are 
part of a Nation, and therefore might be Baptized. 

Mr. William: replied, Though Children are part of a Na- 
tion ; yet not of a Nation modify'd according to Chriſt's 
Commiſſion, | 

Whereupon their Moderator ſaid, He'thonghe Mr. Willi- 
4ms had bur little Academical Learning. 

Mr. Williams Replied, He was warned by the Word, to 
Have a tare of vain Philoſophy. And netlaady demanded, 
ir was the Antecedent to the Relative hem; in the Com- 
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The Moderator making no Anſwer, Mr. Wiliam: faid, 


It was all Nations Diſcipled. 

And upon this, Dr. R«uſel, and Mr. Williams did both de- 
ſire them to produce one Inſtance for Infant Baptiſm, out of the 
Word of God. And this they did very many times deſire of 
them, but no Inſtance was produced, Art length Mr. Williams 


deſired them, in theſe Words : 


Brethr-n, T would beg you to produce one Inſtance for 
Infants apriſm.; -it will refle& upon you if you do nor, 
What will all this People ſay. when they are gone ? So many 
times one Inſtance defired : So many Miniſters here, and not 
one Inſtance produced : They muſt needs conclude there way 


not one to be produced, 


Notwithſtanding this, the Miniſters were all ſilent ; and not 
a Man did reply to it. - 

Then Mr. Leigh ſaid, We might take up the Opponency 
again if we pleaſed, 

Thus ended their ſo much boaſted of Opponency, in that 
vain-glorious Advertiſement,  pabliſhed in the Poſt-man, the 
Saturday Morning after the Diſpute, (either by one of them- 
ſclves, or of their unthinking Admirers) before Dr. Ruſz/ 
could return to london, altho' he fet forth from Portſmouth 
the next Morning afrer the Diſpute ; his preſſing Occaſions 
neceſſitating him thereto. | 

Dr. Ruſſel did then, at Mr. Leigh's. Requeſt, reaſſnme the Op- 
ponency, of which Mr. Leigh ſeemed to be ſick, and was wil- 
ling to getrid of it. Which was a ſign they had no mind to 
inform the People of the Grounds upon which they keep up; the 
PraQtice of Infants Baptiſm ; when they had ſo fair an Oppor- 
tunity put into their Hands to do it, and made no better Im- 
provement of it, But having no Scripture Proof for it, they 
were not willing to let ſo great an Audicory know the true 
Cauſe why they continue ſuch a Scriptureleſs Prattice; to 
fay no worſe of it. 

Dr. Ruf*L.I, will therefore prove, that no Infants are to be 
Baptized by victue of Chriſt's Commiſſion, 

f 4v7»; hath no other Antecedent agreeing therewith but 
4 Sar ot, then none ate to be Baptized bur ſuch asare firſt 
. made Diſciples by the Miniſtry of Men, which Infants are 


not capable of. 


But the Antecedent is true; as is alſo the Conſequence; | 


and therefore no Infants are to be Baptized. 
Mr. Leigh. I deny that au73s5 hath no other Antecedent but 
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Dy. Ruſſel. If there be another, pray afſign it. 

My. Leigh. I ay itis m2 7% t£5v1, all Nations. 

Dy. Ruſſel. That cannot pothbly be ; becauſe 2V745, them, 
is of the Maſculine Gender, and mi/]z = tJ»n, al Nations, is 
of the Neuter Gender. But au7is, them, doth very well agree 
with warms, Diſcipler, they being both of the Maſculine 
Gender. 

To this they gave no ſolid Anſwer, worthy of noting down, 
according to my Remembrance, or the Notaries Obſervation. 

Dr. Ruſſel having obſerved what evaſive Anſwers they had 
given to his own and Mr. W:iJiams's Arguments, was refolved 
to force them to a dire& Anſwer (if pofſible ) by retorting 
their own Allegation upon themſelves, that they might fee the 
Abſardity of it : And this put them into a flame, and great 
confuſion, 

The Argument was this : 

If Infants are capable to be made Diſciples of Chriſt by the Mini- 
fry of Men, without the uſe of Reaſon, then the Beaſts of the 
Field are alſe capable: but the Beaſts of the Ficld are not ca- 
pable : therefore Infants are not capable. 

Upon this there was a great Diſorder among them, and a 
Perſon in the Company cried out, He ſpeaks Blaſphemy. But 
one of the Miniſters that fat by him was fo juſt, as ro fatisfie 
him to the contrary; for which he deſerves Thanks. 

But Mr. Robinſon, their Moderator, ſtood up, ani threw 
himſelf abour, making a noiſe like one in a delirious Paroxyſm ; 
and bid the People take notice, thar Dr. Ruſc! had ranked their 
Infants among the brute Beaſts; and that if rhey became of his 
Opinion, they muſt look upon them as Nogs, or Cats, or 
Hogs, &c. with much more of the ſame fort of Rherorick ; 
endeavouring all he could to enrage the mulritude of unthink- 
ing perſons againſt him, and pur the People into a Confuſion. 

Upon this Mr. Sharp, the Baptiſt Moderator. ſtood up, and 
faid, Gentlemen hold ! what is ro do now ? What, doth Colo- 
nel Se/* ride Lord General in the Town of Por:ſmox:h ro day ? 
What is the Reaſon of this ? ; ; 

Dr. Ruſſel. Hold, Mr. Robinſon. Muſt T be thus miſrepreſen- 

| ted to the People, becauſe I ſay (that which you all know ro 
be true ) that Infants want the Uſe of Reaſon ? I hope you 
will be quiet a lictle time, and give me leave to make my De- 
fence to the People againſt your clamorous Expreſſions. 

I am now put upon a neceſlity to tell this Aſſembly ( of ho- 
nourable Perſons, and others) what my Thoughts are con- 
cerning the State of Mankind in general, and of little Infants in 


particular. 
G 2 I be- 
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T believe that Man, as he came out of the hands of God, 
was a noble Creature, the top PerfeQion of all his Creation | 
kete below and was ſubſtirured Lord of this lower World ; 
= endowed with the Image of his Maker, both natural and | 

vine. 

Bur by his Sin he loſt the divine Image, and brought him» 
ſelf rhereby under the Curſe, and into a ſtate of Condemnati- 
on, in which his Poſterity were alſo involved. | 

Bur it pleaſed God, of his infinite Mercy, not to leave him | 
in that miſerable Eſtate, as he had lefc the fallen Angels. Bur 
Chrift interpoſed between Juſtice and the Sinner, the Promiſe 
being made before the Sentence was pronounced, Gen. 3. 15, 
That the ſeed of the Woman ſhould bruiſe the Serpents head. And 
this promiſed Seed hath ( through the Grace of God ) opened 
a door of mercy for little Infants, who never ſinned in their 
own perſons; as well as for others. | 
' And you know, Gentlemen, I have already told you how! 
great an Eſteem I have for your little Infants ; that I will ra- 
ther believe that all Infants dying in their Infancy are eleQed, 
than IT will conclude that any one of them are damn'd : And 
this is more than I could perſuade our Oppoſites to confeſs, al- 
though they were urged vpon it. | t 

So that ( for ought yer appears) we have a greater Eſteen! . 
for your tender Babes than theſe Gentlemen have, notwith 
ſtanding Mr. Robinſon's unreaſonable Clamour againſt me. And 
having thus Apologized for my ſelf, I do now expeQ an An 
ſwer to my Argument. | | 

Mr. Robinſon. What a ſtrange thing is this, to talk of Baptizi 
the Beaſts of the Field ! Who ever did ſo? 

Dr. Ruſſel. T am ſo far from talking of Baptizing the Bea 
of the Field, that my Argument is rather to prove the dir 
contrary. And whereas you affirm that Infants have a Capac 
ty to be made Diſciples of Chriſt by the Miniſtry of Men # 
elſe you have been ſaying nothing ro the purpoſe all this : , 


» 


abour it ) I bring this to ſhew you the Abſurdity of ſuch a N 
tion: And yor are bound to ſhew the Diſparity, or con 
you c2finor. Ms . hr 

Sirs, I wonld put this Caſe to you. Suppoſe there wer, 
ewenty or thirty riew born Infants in « Room, and you ſhouk 
chuſe out the moſt able and learned? Perſon among you 
preach ro them, in order to make them Diſciples according 
Chriſt's Commiſſion ; I believe he would have no better $ 
ceſs than Sr. Anthony had (as the Story goes ) when he to 
apon him ro 'nſtrutt the Pigs; ar, as ſome others have do 
{ even Popilh Saints ) who have took upon them to preach 
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the Fowls of the Air, &c. of which I could furniſh you with 
divers Inſtances. 6 | 

But why ſhould Mr. Robinſon think it ſtrange that any body 
ſhould have ſuch a Conceit in their Minds? Doth he not know 
that the Church of Rowe baptize things of an inferiour Ng- 
ture? for they baptize Churches and Bells. 

And if I had compared your PraQtice to theirs of baptizing 
Belk, you had had no reaſon to complain, for they are borti 
paſſive in the AQ; only if you will give credit to one df the 
Fathers ( viz. Auguſtine) the Bells are up:n that account the 
fitteſt SubjeQs, for they are wholly paſſive : but ( faith he ) 
the lictle Children are not ſo; for they ſhew their Reſiſtancs 
by their Crying. And now I demand of any of you to take 
off the Retortion, and ſhew the Diſparity if you can. 

Upon this they were all ſilent, and none of them wovld un- 
dertake ro ſhew the Diſparity : and till they do it, my Retor- 
tion will remain upon them. 

Then Mr. Zigh ſaid, It is time to proceed to the other Que- 
ſtion. 

Dr. Ruſſel. T will now enter upon it. 

The ſecond Queſtion is this : 

Whether the Ordinance of Baptiſm, as appointed by Chriſt, is to 
be adminiſtred by Dipping, Plunging, ( or ) Ov:rwhelming 
only, and not otherwiſe ? | 

I take the Queſtion in the Affirmative, and my fift Argu- 
ment 1s this. 

Arg. 1. The Holy Scripture ſhews us the right way of Bap- 
tizing, as appointed by Chriit : 

Bur it doth not ſhew us that it ought to be done by Sprink- 
ling : 

; LY Sprinkling 1s not the right way of Baptizing. 

My. Leigh. Sir, you muſt bring in that Dip;)ing is abſolutely 
pronmuy ( as in the Queſtion ) what do you talk of Spriakling 

or ? 


Dr. Ruſſel, Sir, T know not of any other way that is pra&i- 
ſed by you; nor, I ſuppoſe, any of theſe B:oplz: T conclude 
they have often ſeen you ſprinkle Infants ; and Mr. Ch:ndler 
hath parricularly recommended it in his Preachins, » the beſt 
way of Baptizing: and I hope you are nor afkan'd of your 
PraQtice. 

But if you will difowrn Sprickling ro be rhe +jgh; way of 
Baptizing, Tam contented ; I will not then iniift vpon it. 

Mr. Robinſons, We are not diſcourſing of thar tw ; you are 
Fo prove Dipping to be the only way; and you muſt and ſhall 
Prove it, > 6 | 
Dr. 
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Dr. Ruſſel. Muft and Shall! Muſt and Shall is for the King, 
and not for Mr. Robinſon, 

Mr. Leigh. But we will not admit of this Argument, becauſe 
it hath not the word Only in it. You are to prove that your 
Way is the only right Way of Baptizing. 

Dr. Ruſſel. Mr. Leigh was pleaſed to make uſe of an Argu- 
ment of InduQion, upon the Queſtion about the Subje#; : And 
why may not I uſe the ſame Liberty about the Manner, and 
prove it by Arguments of InduQtions ? By 

Upon this ſome of them fell a laughing, and Mr, Chandler 
thus expreſt himſelf; Your Indufion is an Indufion like the man's 
Covey of Partriages. 

Mr. Williams ask'd him how many there was in the Covey ? 
* Mr. Chandler ſaid,, Why there was but one. 

Mr. Williams replied, But there was more a hatching. 

Dr. Ruſſel. What is the Reaſon of all this? I tell you I will 
make it good by Arguments of Induftion : And if you do not 
underſtand my meaning, TI will inform you ; and ſhew that ir 
Is "a way of arguing, and will anſwer the End I bring 
if Tor, / 

For. I will firſt argue off your way of Sprinkling ; and after 
that, if you ſhall aſſign a Third way, that is neither pratiſed by 
you nor us, I will chen argue that off alſo : and then (I hope) 
T ſhall fully prove what I deſign by it; namely, that Ours is 
the only right way of Baptizing. 

Upon this they readily diſcerned they ſhould be forced ta 
give an inſtance from Scripture for their PraQice of Sprinkling, 
which they were conſcious to themſelves they were not able to 
do; and therefore utterly refuſed ro anſwer the Argument, 

Dr. Ruſſzl. If this Argument will not be admitted, I will 
proceed ro another. 

- That Way which doth not ſignify that which ought to be 
repreſented in Baptiſm, according to Chriſt's Appointment, is 
not the right way of Baptizing. 

But this your pretended way doth not do : 

Ergo, [It 15 not the right way of Baprizing. 

And this I ſhall make good by the following Syllogiſm, 

If that Bap:iſm which was appointed by Cariſt doth pro- 
p2rly rep--ſznt his Burial and RefurreAion, and ours by him, 
then itamult be done not by Sprinkling, but by Dipping, Plung- 
ing, or overwhelming the Perſon Baptized into Water: 

But chat Baptiſm which was appointed by Chriſt doth pra« 
pzrly repreſent his Burial and RefurreRtion, and ours by him : 

' £-go, It muſt be done nor by Sprinkling, but by Dipping, 
Plunging, or Qverwhelming the Perton Baptized into Water. 
Mr. 
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Mr. Chandler. | deny the conſequence of the&{sjor ; that ir 
properly ſers forth a Burial and a ReſurreQion, lt is nor for 
this Reaſon the oz!y Way ; and I deny that this Way doth on- 
ly ſet forth a Burial and a ReſurreQiion. 

Dr. Ruſſel. Then I will prove, 

« Thar it doth cruly repreſent a Burial and a ReſurreQion, 
An | 
2. Thar it is the only right way of praiſing ' this Ordis 
nance. 

1. That it doth repreſent a Burial and a ReſurreQtion, I prove 
from Rom. 6, and Colofſ. 2. In Rom. 6G. 4. Therefore ve are bu- 
ried with him by Baptiſm into death, that like as Chrift was raiſed 
up, &c, Coloff. 2.12. Buried with him in Baptiſm, wherein alſo ye 
are riſen with him, &c, | 

This cannot be underſtood literally ; for ſo they were nor, 
could not be buried with him in his Sepulchre, neither can we, 
But the Apoſtle reſolves us how .this was done, and how they 
were, and we may, be buried with him, and alſo riſe with 
him ; and that is by Baptiſm, Buried with aim in Baptiſm, where. 
in alſo ye ave riſen with him, Therefore Baptiſm 1s to be per- 
formed in ſuch a way that repreſents a Burial'and a ReſurreQi-« 
on: whichis moſt aptly repreſented by Dipping, Plunging, or 
Overwhelming the.Perſon baptized, into the W ater, ard railing 
him up again out. of ir, 

2. That this is the only right way of. performing this Or: 
dinance, I prove thus : ' 

If there were no other way praQtiſed by John the Baptif, 
Chriſt, nor his Apoſtles, but what did repreſent a Burial and a 
ReſurreQion, then ours is the only right way of Baptizing. 

But there was no other way prattiſed by John the Baptiſt, 
Chriſt, nor his Apoſtles, but what did repreſent a Burial and a 
ReſurreQion : | 

Ergo, Ours is the only right way of Baptizing. 

My. Chandler. You are to prove, that becauſe Bapriſm is ſig- 
nificant of a Burial and ReſurreQion, therefore it muſt be done 
only by Dipping. 

Dr. Ruſſel. By this Mr. Chandler grants that Baptiſm doth 
ſignifie a Burial and ReſurreQtion; and I have already proved 
that therefore ir is the only right way of Baprtizing that we 
prattiſe, becauſe there was no other praftiſed in thoſe firſt 
Times of the Goſpel. And till he give. an Inſtance to the 
contrary, my Proot ſtands good. 

But I ſhall farther prove it by this Argument. 

If there can no Inſtance be given that ever the Apoſtles did 
Baptize other ways than by Dipping, then ours is the right 
Way of Baptizing. Bue 
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- But there &-. be no Inſtance given, that ever the Apoſtles fid 
Baptize othe: ways than by Dipping: 
Ergo, Ours is the right way of Baptizing. | 
Mr. Leigh. 1 deny the Enumeration in your Argument : for 
it doth not follow, that becauſe the Apoſtles did not praRiſe it 
any other way, that there were no others that did. ' For there 
were divers other Miniſters in thoſe Times, beſides the Apoſtles, 
that did alſo Baptize. pO, OLE 
Dr. Ruſſel. By this you grant that the Apoſtles of our Lord 
did nor praQtiſe Baptiſm ariy other way tHn by Dipping, And 
eo prove that no others did uſe a differehe Pratce I thus 
argue. | 
If we have no Atcount in Holy Scripture, that either the 
Apoſtles, or any other Miniſters in thoſe Times, did Baptize 
any' one 'Perſon other ways than by Dipping, then Dipping is 
the orily right way of Baptizing. | F 
Bur we have no Account it Holy Scripture, that either ths 
Apoſtles, or any other Miniſters in thoſe Times, did Baptize 
any one Perſon other ways than by Dipping : 
Ergo, Dipping is the only right way of Baptizin > og 
My. Chandler. T can ſhew there is another way that it might 
be done. and not by Dipping; and that from the Etymology | 
- of the word Baptizo, for it ſighifies alſo tv waſh. | 
Dr. Raſſel. I remember what A!fedius ſaith in his Lexicon Thes. 
elogicum. Having before been ſpeaking aboht the Etymology of 
that word ; Iund Bam7il ay tantum ſignificat immergere, non lavyas 
Fe, niſs ex conſequenti : and rherefore it ſignifies to waſh only in 
a ſecondary and remore ſenſe, becauſe things that are di 'd, 
may be ſaid ro be waſh'd. But the proper and primary os 
nification of Baprizo is, ro dip; for it comes from Byn)w, mer- 
go, immergs, to dip, th plunge, 70 overwhelm, to dip into, &Cc, 
Mr. Chandler. | own that B/+#)w ſignifies mergo, immergo. | 
But I can ſhew hrear ptobability, that many, in Scripture times, 
were Baptized by pouring a little Water on the Face : and | 
there is no Cerfainty that Dipping was ever uſed, 
Dr. Ruſſel. How doth that appear ? | 
Mr. Leigh We will argue on a Probabiliry. Ir might be done 
ether ways than by Dipping ; and a Probability is the moſt you 
can pretend to for Dipping. I require you to prove that Dip- 
ping was certainly intended in thofe places you bring for it ; 
and then 1 wi}! prove, that Dipping was not imended, tut on- 
ly an Application of Water to the Perſon. : 
Dr. Ruſſe{. The firſt Inſtance T ſhall give is the Bapriſm of 
our Saviour, as it is expreſt in Mark 1. 9. Jeſus came from Nazs- 
re:h of Galilce, and was baptized of John in Jordan, The words 
are, 
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are, Kat Canin 99 Toy ds T Tours, Which words 
do certainly ſignifie, that he was Dipped into dan, 

Mr. Leigh. The Word 4; ſignifies in, as well :3 into, and is 
often ſo Tranſlated in the New Teſtament. 

Dr. Ruſſel. That it may ſometimes ſo ſignify where the Scope 
of the place may ſhew it, I will not contend. Bur you know 
very well, that where it is joined with an Accufative ( as it is 
here ) ir ſignifies irize, And I can ſhew that our Tranſlators 
have ſo rendred it in many places in the New Teſtament. And 
i would many times. be Nonſence to 'nderftand it otherwite. 
T will give you ſome Inſtances of it, in the room of many that 
might be given. 

As in John 3. 17. God ſent not his ſon into the World to condemn 
the World ; but that the World through him might be ſaved. Here 
&s is rendred into: for the Words in the Greek are cis 7 407- 
#oy 3 and I hope you will not deny that God ſent Curiſt in:s 
the World. | 

And in 1 Tim. 1.15. Chriſt Jeſus came into the World to ſave 
formers, &c, There «i is alſo Tranſlated int9, And I hope 

ou; will not deny, thet Chriſt came into the World to ſave Sinners, 
t's joined with the ſame Words as in John 3. 17. before re- 
cited. 

And in Luke 4. 16- it's ſaid, He went into the $y:2707%e on the 
Sabbath-day, and flood up for to read. Here again it 1s fo ren- 
dred ; for the Words are, «s 7! ovragwy', into the Syna- 
gogue, And the eyes of all them that were n the Synagogue were 
faſtined on him, ver. 20, which cou!4 not have been, had he not 
gone in!o the Synagogue ; as it's manifeſt he did. And I hope 
you will not deny that Chriſt went into the Synagogue : bur 
you may do it with as much colour of Reaſon, a to fav he was 
not Dip'd, or Plunged of John into the River of Jordan. wien 
the ſame Word is uſed in the ſame Senſe. And belides. if we 65 
bur conſider thoſe mulcicudes that Jer Baptized in the River 
of Jordan, and other places where there was much Water ; we 
have no reaſon to doube of the Truth thereof. 

Mr. Leigh. We allow, that what cannot be now uſed withour 
being burdenſome. might be more commodious in thar day, 
and obſerved in that hor Country of Judes, when there was ſo 
many came to Jobn to be Baptized: and therefogg ic may be 
that they went out to Rivers. Bur I will argue upon a Pro- 
babilicy. Tr is well known, in thoſe hot Countries the People 
wore Sandals ; and rhey might go into the Water a littl: way 
to waſh their Feer. Now I offer this fair [nterpretation : They 
might ſtep a little way zo Jordan for Eaſe and Refrefhmenr, 
and then 7oþn might pour a little Water on them. 

H Now 
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Now allo t the Word Berlico to ſignifie fo waſh, as we 
can eaſily priſe it is ofren ſo taken in Scripture ; and I offer 
to all che COfpany, whether this be not a fair Interpretation 
of the place, That John waſhed him with Water, he going a 
little way into Jordan 


Dr. Ruſſil. Notwithſtanding this Flouriſh of a pretended 
Probibilicy, you know that the Word B27i{@ doth proper- 


ly ſignifie ro Dip, as. all the great Lexicographers and Criticks 
do tell us; and that irs proper and native Signification is to 
Dip into Water, or to Plunge under Water : and that I could 
give you many Inſtances of, out of Scapula, Stephanus, Schre- 
welius, and many others. And they, alſo tell us, That if ir be 
uſed for Waſhing, it is in a remote Genſe : and if it be taken 
in its primary Senſe, it's ſuch a Waſhing as is by Dipping, or 
Plunging into the Water, and being covered therewith. 

But that you may ſee T am not ſingular in my Opinion, I will 
ſhew you that yo r own Expoſitors do thus render it, and 
ſome of the grearet Men among the Proteſtants that ever 
wrote ſince the Reformation : of which I have made a Col- 
leQion our of their own Works, becauſe I would not wrong 
them. 

I ſhall begin with the Teſtimony of thoſe learned and judi- 
cious Divines of vour own Perſwaſion, who were thoſe thar 
continned Mr. Poe/'s Annotations upon Matth, 3. 6. Theſe are 
their own words, Were Baptized, that is, Dipped in Jordan. 

Upon John 3. 22, 23. There John was Baptizing, becauſe this 
Anon was a Brook or River that had much Water. It is from 


this apparent, that both Chriſt and John Baptized by Dipping 


the Body in the Water ; elſe they need not have ſought Places 
where had been a great plenty of Water. 

Before Dr. Ruſſe! had read this laſt Sentence wholly our, the 
Presbyterian Miniſters, even Mr. Leigh himſelf, as well as the 
reſt of them, fell a hifling ſo loud, and ſet others of their Par- 
ty to make a noiſe alſo by their ill Example, that altho Dr. Ruſſe! 
went on with his Work, yet the Noiſe was ſo great, that it 
wholly drowned his Voice, that he could not be heard. 

Whereupon Mr. Sharp, the Moderator, call'd out aloud to 
fill this grear Noiſe, and ſpoke to this effe& : What is the rea- 
ſon of this _ Gentlemen, are you not aſham'd ? You 
preach to others the DoQAtrine of SanQiification and Self-denial, 
and to a@ thus your ſelves, T am aſham'd to ſee it. 
good People, take no notice of it now. 


I pray, 


When Dr. Ruſſel perceived they would not forbear this Hiſ- 
ſing and uncivil Carriage, he forbore ro read any farther. And 
when Silence was obtained, he addreficd himiclf to the Mini- 
Siri, 


ters after this manner ; 
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Sirs, What is the matter with you ? Muſt I naGbe permitted 
to recite your own Authors, and ſome of the greMeſt Men that 
have written ſince the Reformation ? Although their Teſtimo- 
ny againſt us is of Jirtle value, becanſe they afe Parties in the 
Controverſie; yer when the clear evidence of Truth ſhall 
enforce a Confeſſion from their Pens that we are in the right, 
it is then a great Teſtimony for us. 

Here is firſt of all Poo/'s Annotators, certain learned and judi- 
cious Divines, that ſay in that matter as we do: and they are 
Men of your own Party. There is alſo Dr. Hammond faith the 
ſame. 

Here the Door was interrupted again, and they cried our, 
What do you tel] us of Dr. Hammond ? What have we to do 
with Dr. Hammond ? 

Dr. Ruſſel. Why certainly, Gentlemen, Dr. Hammond is not 
thus to be deſpiſed upon his Judgment about a Greek word, F 
have alſo Mr. Baxter, Wolebius, Tilenns, the Learned Perkins. 
and Luther alſo, who was againſt Sprinkling, and praftiſed Dip- 
ping; and ſo did the reſt of the Divines at Wirtenburgh. Mr. 
Calvin alſo, although he did allow a Liberty of Sprinkling in 
cold Climates, yet he ſaith as T do as to,the Signification of the 
word Baprize. that it ſignifies zo Dip, and was fo uſed in the 
Primitive Church, 

There is alſo the Dutch Tranſlators, they do every where 
render the words that are uſed to expreſs this O:dinance by, 
as ve do; and they call John the Bapriſt, Joannes de Dooper, 
John the Dipper. And I know nor of any place bur it's ſo ex- 
preſt, And theſe are Presbyterians, Men of your own Reli- 

wn. 
a Upon this, one of the Miniſters ſaid, What! do you under- 
ftand Durch ? | 

Dr. Ruſſct ſaid, Yes, he underſtood it, but he could not ſpeak 
jr readily. 

They replied, We will try that; for we have a Gentleman 
here that underſtands Butch very well. 

Dr. Rufſcl. You may ask that Gentleman if you think fir ; 'he 
can fatisfie you, thar what I fay is true. Bur they had mine 
C—_—_ than to call the Gentleman out to confure them- 

CIVES, 

Dr. Rufſc! T have alſo the Teſtimony of the Dutch Annota- 
tors, who ſay the ſame thing. And theſe alſo are Mzn of your 
own Perſuaſion. 

And, to add no more, I have alfo the Teſtimony of the Af. 
ſembly of Divines, fitting at Wefminſter: And I hope they 


may be of ſome credit with you. 
H 2 But 
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But they #-1 not ſuffer him to proceed in the Readin 
thereof to rhT People ; but cried our, We are Proteſtants, a 
will not pin our Faith on other Mets ſleeves. 
+ Dr. Ruſſel. What ! not the Aſſembly of Divines? I —_—— 
thobgh you had no regard to my words, you might have had 
ſome regard tothe Aſſembly of Divines. You know I do not 
wrong theſe Authors : and therefore what muſt the People 
think of you, to oppoſe yorr ſelves thus againſt theſe great 
Men, and ſuch mutritudes of them, that are of your own Per- 
ſuaſion ( as many of them are) and the reſt, ſome of the'great- 
eſt Men fince the Reformation. Surely the People cannot take 
it kindly at your hands, to reje& the Authority of theſe Men 
in a matter of chis Nature. h | 
' Their Anſwer was, We do reverence theſe Divines, but 
adhere to what they ſay no farther than it agrees with the 
Word of God. 
«Dr, Ruſſel. We ſay, that in this Particular, what they have 
written doth r, ry with the Word of God. 
Ar. Leigh. You hive recourſe to the prime Signification of 
the Word, wherezs we muſt take it according to its Accepta- 
tion in Scripture. - And I offer it to the Conſideration of the 
Learned, whether the' prime Sigmification of the Word be a 
ſufficient Argument in this caſe ? And here he makes his Rh&- 
rorical Excurſions about a Mathematician, an Angel, a Foot- 
boy that carries a Letter, a Phyſician, &+#. and concludes thus, 
but we mnſt go to the Scripture Acceptation of the Word. 
And I challenge you to bring one' place of Scripture where it 
muſt be underſtood that ir was done by Dipping. ' 
' Dr. Ruſſel. It is very well, Mr. Leigh will allow that I have 
given the People the proper Meaning of the word B27]i/, 
and that its prime Signification is to Dip. Now he might have 
ſpared all the reſt that he hath faid; for we do not lay the 


Nreſs only upon the Etymology of the Word, bur alſo upon | 


the concurrent Teſtimonies of Holy Scripture, that it was ſo 
nnderſtood and fo praftiſed by John the Baptiſt, Chriſt, and his 
Apoſtles, and ſo repreſented by the Metaphors made uſe of (as 
a Yurial 2nd a RefurreGtion ) to ſer ic forth by : as alſo their 
chooſing places where ' here was much Water to Baptize in, as 
] have already ſhewed, fo far as they would permit me; and 
ſhould have made it manifeſt beyond exception, if 1 might. 
have been heard. | | 
Bur to anſwer your Demand, I alledge 4s 8. 38, 39. And 
they went both down into the Water, both Philip and the Eunuch, | 
ana 2 Bnptizead kim. And when they were come up out of the Wa» 
zer, Oc, Here we have an account, that both the Adminiſtre> 
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tor, and the Perſon to be Baptized, went borfÞpown into the 
Water : and when they came there, he Baptize&him. - And if 
Philip had not been to put the Zunuch into the Water, and co-+ 
ver him with it, why ſhould thzy go down both into the W:- 
ter ? A little of it might have been brought up to them in'o 
the Chariot, if Sprinkling would have ſerved the turn. Bur it 
appears manifeſtly, that nothing leſs would ſerve for to anſwer 
the Commiſſion, but to Dip the Perſon Baptized into the Wa- 
ter, otherwiſe they did that which was wholly needleſs, and 
beſides the Rule that was given them to pratiſe by. And their 
coming up again out of the Water, doth evidently ſhew that 
he was Planged mto it, and overwhelm'd with ir. 

Mr. Leigh replied, That the Greek word ſignified to go down 
to, and come up from the Water. 

Mr. Williams replied, That there was two differing Words 
( as he had been informed) in the Greek Text; as there are 
ewo different Words in the Tranſlation. For it is faid, 4s 
they went on their way, they tame unto a certain Water { This was 
before he propoſed for Baptiſm. But when a Grant was given 
him that he might be Baptized, ic is then ſaid, They went down 
both of them into the Water, and Philip Baptized him there, Now 
as they are different Words in the Tranſlation, coming wnre, 
_ going down into, even ſo they are differing Words in the 

reek. 

* Dr. Ruſſel ſaid, They were two different Words ; to which 
Mr. Leigh conceflcd. 

But afrer the Meeting was over, Mr. Wilizms the Presbvre- 
rian Miniſter, in whoſe Meeting place the Diſpute was, told 
Mr. iJiams the Baptiſt Diſputant, he was in the right, and 
that they were two differing Words in the Greztk ; one for 
coming unto, the other for going down 7in:0. 

Dy. Ruſſel. T then farther argue : 

If the Spiric of God doth never uſe the Word *Þ4j77/ 4 
where the Ordinance of Baptiſm is mentioned, but al ays ex- 
preſſes it by B47#}:7pa; then it was performed by Dipping, 
Plunging, or Overwhelming only : Bur rhe Spirit of God doth 
never uſe the word *P4v7iouz where the Ordinance of Baptiſm 
is mentioned, but always expreſſcs it by B4aT75uz ; 

Ergo, It was performed: by Dipping, Plunging, or Over- 
whelming onl;. | 

My. Chandler. T deny the Sequel of the Major; becauſe the 
Word doth ſometimes ſignify a Waihing that is ſhort of Lip- 

ing. 

; Dr Ruſt, You muſt then aſſign your Inſtance. 
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Mr. Chandler You muſt know that Bewi7, comes from 
PAL Taba!, {And T will ſhew that it denotes ſuch a Waſhing 
as is ſhort of Dipping. And in Dar. 4. 33. where it is ſaid of 
Nebuchadnezzar, His body was wet with the dew of Heaven ; the 
Septuagint render it Ban];C@: ſo that it cannot be underſtood 
10 your ſenſe. 

Dr. Ruſſcl, That Baile is uſed in the ſtead of Tabal, is 

- true. But how dq you know that the Word was ſo Rendred 
by the Septuagint ? 

My. Chandler. It is ſo in that Tranſlation that goes 1n their 
Name. | 

Dr. Ruſſcl. That I deny ; for the Word there is Ebaphe, and 
not Baptizo. But do you not know what Weemes faith in his } 
Chriſtian 5ynagogue, That the Septuagint Tranſlation was burner, 
and only ſome Fragments of it remaining, which was made up 
by others : ſo that neither you nor I know when we read the 
$-ptuagint, and when we read. other men. But what doth all 
this ſignify? That is but a Tranflation, and I think ours ro 
be much better than that, if it were as you ſay; and more 
agreeable to the ſcope of the place, to*ſay bis body was wet 
with the dew of Heaven, than to ſay it was dipe with the dew 
of Heaven. | 

But I pray let Mr. Chandler tell us how it is in the Hebrew, 
which is the Language in which it was written. 

Afr. Chandler, The Word in the Hebrew 1s Tabal. 

Dr. Ruſſel. That IT deny. 

Whereupon an Hebrew Bible was produced, and handed up 
to Dr. Rufſ:l. And the Book of Daniel not being placed in irs 
right order, as in other Hebrew Bibles, he did not readily find 
It; whereupon they cried out, They beliey'd he could nor read 
ir. The Dr. anſwered, He could read Hebrew before Mr. 
Chand'y was born: and as a demonſtration of it, he read a 
Verſe or two in the — thereof. Upon this Mr. Robin- 
fon took the Book, and with ſome difficulry found our the 
Book of Daniel and then gave it to Nr. Ruſſel again, who read 
the Place by them direQed to, and told Mr. Chandler that the 
Word 7zbal was not there. And then, afrer all chis needleſ5 
trouble, M-. Chandler did confeſs that it was not : and fo al! 
his Prereniion from thence vaniſhed into Smoak. 

Mr. Chan4ley alſo urged for another inſtance, to prove that 
Tabal ſignified a Waſhing leſs than that by Dipping, 2 Kings 5. 
10, 14. Go and waſh in Jordan, and be clean. And in Verſe 14, 
H- dipped himſelf in Jordan. Now this muſt fignifie a Waſhin 
ſhort of Dipping; becauſe though Taba! doth expreſs the A! 
done in Ver. 14. yet the Command is given by Racharz, which 


ſignifies 70 waſh, Dr, 


( 47 / 

Dy. Ruſſel. 1 do allow thar the Command isFxpreſt by Rx- 
chatz, and alſo that it ſometimes is uſed, as w&$# as Cabar, to 
ſignifie leſs than Dipping when it is applied to ſome particular 
things, or parts of things, which are to be cleanſed from Filth 
as you know yi77w in the Greek is to waſh the hands. 

But where Rachatz in the Hebrew is uſed in the Sence as it's 
here expreſt, namely, to waſh himſelf; it's always to be under- 
ſtood of ſuch a Waſhing as is by Dipping. The Jews under- 
ſtood it ſo, and Naaman the Syrian underſtood the Prophet in 
that ſence ; for it's ſaid he dipped himſelf in Jordan ſeven 
times. And that he was nor miſtaken about it, is evident; for 
that the Spirit of God hath lefe it upon Record, that what he 
did was according to the Saying of the Man of God : fo thar 
the Prophet did not intend by Rachatz any other Waſhing than 
what is performed by Dipping of the Perſon ſo waſhed into the 
Water. And had this been a Derivative, there might have 
been ſome doubt raiſed about it; bur ſeeing Tabal is the Root 
it ſelf, it can ſignify-nothing leſs than what is the known ſence 
thereof, viz. he Dipped. He dipped himſelf in Jordan ſeven 
times, according ro the Saying of the Man of God. Thus I 
have cleared this Text from your ObjeQion, as not intending . 
any ſuch thing as you have brought ir for, but the dire& con» 
trary. 

' Then Mr. Chandler ſaid, We challenge you to prove, by 
Scripture, that the Word Bap:izo ſignifics zo Dip, and that cha? 
15 intended by Baptiſm. | 

Dr. Ruſſel, ] will prove it from all the Places where the Or- 
dinance of Baptiſm is ſpoken of, if you will let me prove ic 
f.om the Greek. 

Mr. Chandler. No, you ſhall prove it from our Tranſlaticn, 
that it's there any where ſo rendred; bur you ſhall nor do ic 
from any of thoſe places where the Ordinance of Bapti/m is 
ſpoken of. 

Dr. Ruſſel. That is unreaſonable, thar when the Uſe of a 
Word is enquired into, and what was the Pradtice of the firſt 
Miniſters, purſuant to chat Word by which they are command- 
ed to Baptize; for all thoſe Scriptures where it is ſo mentioned 
to be excluded out of our Enquiry. 

Mr. Chandler. T will not allow you to prove it from any of 
thoſe places where the Ordinance of Baptiſm is eirher expreſt 
or intended, 

Dr. Ruſſel. If nothing elſe will do wich you, T will then un- 
derrake to prove from divers places in Scripture, that either 
Bapto, or its Derivatives, is ſo readred in ouc Engliſh Tranflas 


t10n, 
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The firſt ture I ſhall inſtance in, is, I 

Revel. 19. if. He was cloathed with a Veture dipt in Blood. 

My. Chandler. This is not Baptro, 

, Dr. Ruſſe]. No more is Baptizo, Baptiſmos, Baptiſma, &c. 
bur they are all Derivatives from it; and fo is the Word that 
is here uſed. And this Mr. Chaxdler did not deny. 

Dr. Ruſſel did then urge the ſeveral places in the Evangeliſts 
about Judar dipping with Chriſt in the diſh ; as, Matt. 26. 23. 
He that dippeth. Mark 14. 20. John + 26. When I have dip- 
ped it. And when he had dipped, &c. Now in all theſe places 
you ſee it's thus rendted, and the Ordinance of Baptiſm not ir 
the leaſt intended. | | 

Moreover, I will give you one Inſtance more, in which the 
moſt minute AQtion imaginable is intended, and yet ſo much 
as was put into the Water 1s ſaid to be dipt. _ 

Luke 16. 24. Where the rich Man being in Hell, deſired Fa- 
ther Abraham to ſend Lazarus, that he might dip the tip of bis 
finger in Water, to cool his tongue, &c. 

By this ir appears, that our Tranflators did thus underſtand 
the Word to intend Dipping; and have never rendred it 
to Sprinkle in all the New Teſtament. 7 

1 would only add, That when Learned Men come to have 
bur the ſame Wiſdom as the Jewiſh Rabbies have, to reduce 
all doubtful Words ro their Roots and Theme from whence 
they are derived, then much of our preſent Diſputes will iſſue 
in the Knowledge of the Truth; and we ſhall ceaſe to ſtrive 


ers. 

Upon this followed a confuſed Jangling and Noiſe, fo that 
the Amanucnſis could not take it down, neither did he think it 
worth the raking. 

But Mr. Wiliams, the Presbyterian Miniſter, ſaid, he thoughr 
there had been little ſaid to the purpoſe. 

Upon this Dr. Rufe! ſaid, Mr. Wiliams, I think there hath 
been a great deal ſaid more than hath been anſwered : but if 
you are not ſatisfied, we will wave all that hath been ſaid, and 
I will diſpute it over with you de novo. 

Mr. Williams ſhrugged, and anſwered no; I am not yery 
well. 

Although he had not been engaged at all in the Diſpute 
himſelf, and the DoQtor had been fatigued by ſo long a Diſpu- 
tation, yet Mr. W:liams refuſed to accept his Offer. 

It was at lait thought meer by them to pur an Ifſte to the 
Diſputation. - And Mr T.eigh ( after he had made a Speech to 
thank the Governour and the Mayor for their Civility cowards 

them, 


about Words to no profit, but to the ſubyerting of the Hear- 
\ 


"SS 
them, and the Baptiſts had returned their Thanks alſo ) he then 
concluded in Prayer ; and ſo diſmiſt the Aſſemb;y. Ir was be- 
tween the hours of Six and Seven of the Clock when the Dif- 
put? ended. 


I do now think ir proper to give you an Account of thoſe 
Learned Mens Teſtimonies to juſtifie our PraQtice of Dipping, 
which Dr. Ruſſel was then prevented to recite, by reaſon of the 
Miniſters Hifſfing, and the Noiſe and. Clamour of their Party, 
that would not ſuffer him to be heard, 


Pool's Annotations. 


Mats. 3.6 Were Baptized: that is, Dipped in Jordan. 

Matt. 28. 19. It's true, the firſt Bapriſms of which we read 
in Holy Writ, were by Dipping of the Perſons Baprized, 
Where it may be we judge it reaſonable, and moſt reſembling 
our Burial with Chriſt by Baptiſm into Leath. 

Tolm 3. 22, 23. There John was Baptizing, becanſe this 
Axon was a Brook or River that had much Water. Ir is from 
this apparent, thar both Chriſt and John Baptized by Dipping 
the Body in the Water; elſe they need not have ſought places 
where had been a great plenty of Water. 

As 8, 38. In hot Countries this was uſual, ro Baptize by 
Dipping the Body in the Water. | 

Roms. 6. 4. He ſeems here to-allude,to the manner of Bapri- 
zing in thoſe warm Faſtern Countries, which was to Dip or 
Plunge the Party Baptized ; and, as it were, to bury him for 
a while #nder Water. 


Dy. Hammond's Annotations, 


| Maith. 3, John put the Perſons whom he Baptized into the 
Water, Dipped them all over, and fo took them out again. 
And in his Paraphraſe on 

Mark 1. 5. And John's Baptiſm was done in Jordan, a River 
convenient for that purpoſe. 


The Learned Perkins. 


Rom. 6. The ancient Cuſtom of Baptizing was to Dip, and 
as ic were to dive all che Body of the Baptized in the Water; 
as may appear in Paul, Rem. 6. And the Councils of Laodices, 
and Neoceſares, The AQtion of the Minifter, is his waſhing 
of the Parry Baptized wich the —_ of Water. as 
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Of Waſhing there be three parts : The putting into the Wa- 
ter, the conrinvance in the Warer, and the coming our of rhe 
Warer. Perkins's Order of the Cauſes of Salvation and Nam» 
nation, cap. 33. pag. 74. vol. 1. 

And in his Comment on Galat. 3. 27. vol. 2. pag 257. the 
Dipp ng of the Body ſignifies Mortification, or Fellowſhip 
with Chriſt in bis Death : the ſtaying under the Warer, ſignt- 
fies the Burial of Sin; and the coming our of the Water, the 
ReſurreGion from Sin ro Newneſs of Life. . 

And upon Matth. 28 19. Here (faith he) a Queſtion may 
be made, wherher waſhing the Body in Baptiſin, muſt be by 
Dipping or Sprinkling ? His Anſwer is this ; In hot Countries, 
and In the Baptiſm of Men of years, Dipping was uſed, and 

that by the Apoſtles: And to this Pau! alludes Rom. 6. J, 4. 
And Dipping doth more fully repreſent our ſpiritual Waſhing, 


than Sprinkling. 1bid. pag. 257. 
My. Baxter, in his Paraphraſe. 


Matth. 3. 5. We grant that Baptiſm then was by waſhing the 
whole Body. | 

Matth. 3.6. Baptiſm was in John's time, by waſhing the 
whole Body. | 

Rom. 6. 4. Therefore in our Baptiſm we are Dipped under 
the Warer, 

Coloſſ. 2. 12. Ye are dead and buried with him ; for ſo your 
—_— ſignifies, in which ye are put under the Water, to ſig- 
nify and profeſs that your Old man, or fleſhly Luſt, is dead 
and buried wich him; and you rife thence, co ſignify and pro» 
feſs, that you riſe ro Newneſs of Life. 

In his third Argument againſt Mr. B ake, he faith, quoad mo- 
dum, with reſpe&t ro the Manner, It is commoaly confeſt by 
us co the Anabvapriſts ( as our Commentators declare) that in 
the Apoſtles time, the Baprized were Dipt over head in Water, 
And though we have thought ic lawful to diſuſe the manner of 
Dipping. yet we preſume not to change the Uſe and Signifi- 
cation of ir. 

Dr. Cave. 


In his Primitive Chriſtianity, pag. 320. ſaith, That the Party 
baprized was wholly immerged, or put nnder Water; which 
was the almoſt conftant and univerſal Cuſtom of thoſe times : 
whereby they did moſt notably and ſignificantly expreſs the 


great End and EffeQs of Baptiſm; for as in Immerging there- ; 


ace in a manrier three ſeveral Ads, the putting the Perſon into 
, Water, 
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Water, his abiding there for ſome time, and his riſing up again, 
thereby repreſenting Chriſt'; . Death, Burial, and ReſurreQti- 


on, 


Dr. Nicholſon, late Loyd Biſhop of Gloceſter. 


In his Expoſition of the Church-Catechiſm, ſaith, in pag. 174. 
And the ancient manner in Baptiſm, the putting 'rhe Perſon 
Baptized under the Water. and then taking him our again. did 
well ſer out theſsrwo Ads, the firſt his dying, .the ſecond his 
riſing again. And in the ſame Page, upon Col. 2. 12. he faith, 
Into the Grave with Chriſt we went not, for our Bodies were 
not, could not be buried with his; but in our Baptiſm, by a 
kind of Analogy or Reſemblance, while our Bodies are wnder 
the Water, we may be ſaid to be buried with him. 


Dr. Fowler, preſent Lord Biſhop of Gloceſter. 


In his Scope of the Chriſtian Religion, upon Row' 6 4. faith, 
Chriſtians being pl nged into rhe Water in Baptiſm, ſignificch 
their undertaking and obliging rhemſcelves, in a ſpiritual ſenſe, 
ro die and be buried with J=ſus Chriſt, that ſo anſwerably tg 
his ReſurreQtion, they may hve a holy and godly Life. 


Dr. Tillotſon, late Archbiſhop of Canterbury. 


In his Sermon upon 2 Tim. 2. 19. ſaith, Anciently thoſe who 
were Baptized pur off their Garments, which ſignified the pur- 
ting off the Body of Sin; and were immerſed and buried in 
the Warer, to repreſent the Death of Sin ; and rhen did riſe up 
again out of the Warer, ro fignifie their Entrance upon a nw 


Life. And ro theſe Cuſtoms rhe Apoſtle alſudes, Rom. 6. 4. 
Dr. J=r. Taylor, late Lord Biſhop of Down. 


In his Dufor dubitantinm, lib, 3 cap. 4. fairh, The Cuſtom 
of the ancienr Church was nor Sprinkling, but Tmmerſion, in 
pr__ of the ſence of the Word -2rm/gr7:©, both in the 

ommandmgnt and Example of our Bleſſed Saviour. And ths 
agrees with the Myſtery of the Sacrament it elf :; for we are 
buried with him in Baptiſm ( faith the Apoſtle; ) The O1d-man 
15 buried and drowned in the Immeriion under Water : and 
when the Baptized Perſon is lifted up from rhe Water, ir re- 
preſents the ReſurreQtion of the New-man to Newneſs of Life. 


IT 2 T he 
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The Learned Joſeph Mede. 


In his Diatribe on Titus 3. 5. faith, There was no ſach thing 
as Sprinkling uſed in Baptiſm in the Apoſtles time, nor many 


Ages after them. 


My. Daniel Rogers. 


None of oJd 'were wont to be Sprinkled, and ( faith he) TI 
confeſs my ſelf unconyinced y demonſtration of Scripture for 
nfants Sprinkling. Tt onght to be the Churches part to cleave 
o the Inſtirution, which is Dipping. And he betrays the 
Church, whoſe Officer he is, to a diſorder'd Error, if he cleave 
not to the Inſtitution, which is to Dip. Rogers's Treatiſe of rhe 
eno Sacrament;, part 1. chap. $. \\ 


The famens Reformer Luther. 


Luther de Baptiſmo, tom. 1. fol. 71. in the, Latin Edition, 
inted at Wittemburgh, ſaith, Baptiſm is a Greek word ; it may 
tranſlated a' Dipping, when we dip ſomething in Water, 
that it may be covered with Water. And although it be for 
the moſt part. altogether aboliſhed, for that they do not Dip 
the whole Children, but only Sprinkle them with a little Wa- 
ter, they ought nevertheleſs to be wholly dipt, and preſently 
to be drawn out again. | 
And in Tome 2. fol. 79. concerning Babylon's Captivity, The 
other thing ( ſaith he ) which belongs to Baptiſm, is the Sign, 
or the Sacrament, which is the dipping it ſelf into the Water : 
from whence alſo it hath its Name. Nam baptizo Grece, mer- 
go Latme, O& Baptiſma merſio et. For Baptizo in Greek, is in 
Latin Mergo, to dip; and Baptiſms, is dipping. And a little af- 
ter, ſpeaking of Rom, 6. 4. he ſaith, Being moved by this Rea- 
fon, I would have thoſe that are to be Baptized, to be wholy 
dipr into the Water; as the Word doth ſound, and the Myſte- 
ry doth ſignifie. | 
And when Complaint was made to him and other Divines at 
Wittemburgh, That a Child had been Sprinkled *at Hamburgh, 
and their Advice deſired upon it; he wrote to Hamburgh to ac- 
qu-int them, that their Uſe of Sprinkling was an Abuſe, which 
tacy ought co remove. [ta merſionem Hamburgi reſtitutam eſſe. 
So Dip;nng was reſtored at Hamburgh, Author Joannes Bugen- 
hagius Pomeranius, in his Bock printed Anno 1542 He wa 
Contemporary with, and a Succeſſor of Luther at Wittemburgh. 


Tis 


__ —_ 


— MW VWP "UF "SS way 


GS 


The Learned Grotius. 


On Matth. 3, 6. Merſatione autem, non perfuſione agi ſolitum 
hunc ritum indicat & wocis progrietas, © loca ad eum ritum de- 
le8a, John 3. 23. AQs 8. 38. Et aluſiones multe Apoftolorum que 
ad aſperfionem referri non poſſunt, Rom. 6. 3, 4. Col. 2. 1+. 


My. John Calvin. 

On Johrz 3, 23. Baptiſm was performed by John and Chrift, 
by dipping of the whole Body in Water. 

And in his Inſtitutions, lib. 4 cap. IF. ſe. 19. he ſaith thris, 
Ceterum m:rgaturne totus qui tingitur, 1dque ter an ſemel, an infu- 
ſa tantum aqua aſpergatur, minimum refert: ſed id pro regionum 
diverſitate Ecclefiis liberum efſe debet. Quanquam t 1pſum bapti- 
zendi erbum mergere ſignificat, & mergendi ritum weteri Eccleſia 
obſerustum fuiſſe conſtar. 

- Here you may fee, that although he thinks it a thing indif- 
ferent whether it be done by Dipping or Sprinkling, and that 
thrice or once only ; and that it's lefe ro the Churches Liber- 
ty, according to the diverſity of Countries : yet he comes in 
at laſt with his Quanquam, notwithſtanding the word Baptiſm 
ſignifies 79. Dip, and 1t is evident that the Rite of Dipping was 
obſerved by the Qld Church. 

The Caſe is ſo clear ( as a learned Writer hath noted ) that 
Calvin up and down his Works -doth often confeſs, that the 
ancient manner of Baptiſm in the Primitive times was by Dip- 
ping the whole Body under Water. 


Piſcator, 


On Jobn 3: 23. ſaich, Thar Baptiſm was performed by Dip- 
ping the whole Body under Water. 


The Dutch Tran/lators. 


Matth, 3. 1. Joannes de Dooger, John the Dipper. 7::# 6. 
Gedoopt in de Fordaen, Dipt in Jordan. Yerſ. 16 Ende Fejus gee 
doopt z.ynde i pgeklommen nyt het water. And Jeſus being Dipr, 
he ( climbed or ) came up out of the Water. Matth. 28 19. 
Onderwyft alle de wolckeren, deſelve dopende in den name des wa- 
ders, &c. InſtruR all the People, dipping the fame in che name 
of the Father, &c. Mark 1. 9. Ende wiert van Joanne gedoopt 
in de Jordaen, Ende terſiont als by uyt het Water opklacm, = 
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And was dipt of 7ehn in Jordan And ftraightways as he climb'd 
up ont of the Water, &+. | 

Ads 8. 36. Wat werhindert my gedoopt te worden ? What hin- 
ders me to be dipt? v. 38. Ende hy dvopte hem. And he dipr 
him. v. 12. Wieden fy gedoopt beyde Mannen ende FVrouwen. 
They were dipt both Men and* Women. 

Rom. G6. 3. Ofte en wetet ghy niet dat ſoo wele als wy in Chri- 
ſum Feſum dedoopt 2yn, wy in Synen doodt gedoopt zyn? Know 
ye not thar ſo many of us as were dipt into Chriſt Jeſus, we 
weredipt .into his Death ? And the " the in Coll. 2, 12, And 
(according to what I find)in all other places where this Qrdi- 
nance of Baptiſm is mentioned. | 


Dutch Annotations, 


On Jebn;.23.And John alſo Baptized in Anon near Salim,&c. 
ſeeing there were many Waters there, that is Brooks or Rivelers, 
or much Water, Becauſe they that were Baptized by John, 
went into the Water with their whole Bodies, See Marth. 3. 
16. As 8. 38. 

And on Rom. 6.3. We: are Baptized into his Death, The Apoſtle 
ſeems here toallude to the manner of Baptizing much uſed in 
thoſe warm Eaſtern Countries ; where Men were wholly Dipt 
zmto the Water, and remained a little while nder the Water ; 
ro ſhew that this Dipping into, and remaining in the Water, 
is a Repreſentation of Chriſt's Death and Burial : and the 
riſing up out of the Water, of his ReſurreQion. SprS 


B:za on Matth. 3. It. 


The Word Ber1i/cv, ſignifies to die by dipping or waſhing, 
and differs from the Word vya,, to drown, or go down to 
the bottom like a Stone. EY 


Cauſabon's Annotation! 


Upon Marth 3. He faith, ne__ was the proper Rite 
in Baptiſm, which the Word it 1elf ſufficiently declares ; 
which as it ſignifies not SYycr, a going down to the borrom 
without any aſcending ; ſo not en7m>z(ar, a ſwimming like 
a Cork above the Warer ; but Bar)iGcy, a going down and 
coming up azain. | 


Tilenus, 
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Tilenus, # Learned Proteflant Writer, 


In his Diſputtion, page 886, 889, 89”. ſaith, Baptiſm is the 
firſt Sacrament of the New-Teflament Inſtituted by Jeſus Chriſt. 


The Outward Rite in Baptiſm i: Three fold. 


Firſt, Immerſon into the Water. 

2dly, Abiding wnder the Water. 

3dly, A riſing again out of the Water. 

And he there ſhews at large, what a moſt lively Similitude 
3t isof the Sorrows of Chriſt which he was plung'd into un- 
der Divine Juſtice, and of his Burial and ReſurreCtion, &c. 


Leigh, in his Critica Sacra. 


He faith, Barice, is derived from B+r]o, tmgo, to dip or 
plunge into the Water, and ſignifieth primarily ſuch a kind 
of waſhing as is uſed in Bucks, where Linen 1s plunged or 
dipt. Ir implieth the waſhing of their whole Body. The 
Native and Proper fignification of it is, to dip into Whne, or 
to plunge under Water, John 3. 22, 23. Matth. 3. 16. Ad; 
8. 38. 

ber) ou, Dipping into Water, or waſhing with Wa- 
ter, &c. | 

And in his Annetations on Rem 6 4. He alludes to the man- 
ner in which Baptiſm was then Adminiſtred, which was co 
plunge them in the Water; the plunging of them into Warec 
_ _ Baptized, was a Sign of their Death and Burial with 

riſt. 

Wollebius i» his Compendium, &c. 


Speaking of their preſent Praftiſe, faich, The. Aion is 
ſprinkling of Warer, which is uſurped in the ſtead of Dip- 
ping. And then adds, Immerſio & emer/io illuſtre Symbolum fuis 
Sepulture & Reſurretionis Chriſti, Their being plunged into the 
Water, and coming up again out of the Water, was an Lllu- 
ftrious Symbol of the Burial and ReſurreQion of Chrilt. 


Daille, on the Fathers, 


Lib. 2. p. 148. faith, It wasa Cuſtom heretofore in the An- 
cient Church, co plunge thoſe they Baprized, over Head and 
Ears in the Water; and cites for his Authoricy, Tertullian, 

Cyprias, 
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Cyprian, Epiphanius, and others. And this is iy (faith he) 
= Praftice both of the Greeks and Ruſſians at this Day, And 

ites Caſſander ds Baptiſmo, pag. 193. and yet notwithſtanding 
this Cuſtom, which is both ſoa Ancient and fo Univerſal, is now 
aboliſhed by the Church of Rome. 

And this is the reaſon that the Moſcovites ſay that the Latine; 
are not rightly and duly Baptized ; becauſe they do not uſe this 
Ancient Ceremony in their Baptiſm. 

Alfo, in that Greek Lexicon, Publiſhed and Recommended to 
all, for the encreaſe of Knowledge (and explained in - Engliſh) 
by Mr. Joſeph Caryll, Mr. George Cockayne, Mr. Ralph Vening, 
Mr. William Dell, Mr. Matthew Barker, Mr. William Adderly, 
Ar. Matthew M:ad, Mr. Henry Jeſſey, They render B47, to 
dip, plunge, or drown. In the paſſive Voice, BznJuau, to 
be plunged, or overwhelmed. 'Eu4+Tw, to dip in, as one 
doth his Finger in Liquor. [From this we may allow, that the 


' Preibyteriau Miniſters do Baptize their Fingers when they dip them 


into the Water,: but cannot be ſaid to Baptize the Children, becauſe 
they do mot dip them in the Water, but ſprinkle only @ little 
Water upon their Faces] Mat. 26. 23. John 13. 26. Mark 14. 25. 


| Rarlice, to plunge, to overwhelm, ro waſh, to dip, Mas, 3. 


11. John 1. 25, Chap. 3: 26. John 4. 1. 1 Cor. 1. 17. John 1; 
31. Matth. 28. 19. John 3. 22. Johng. 2. Chap. 1. 28. 

Bax)i{ous,, to. be plunged, to be Baptized, or Dip. 

By a Metaphor, it's taken for AfﬀiQtion, Matth. 20, 22. 
which is familiarly read in Scripture ; whereby Afflitions are 
compared to the Gulphs and Whirl-Pools of Water, into which 
thoſe are plunged, who ſtruggle with the Miſeries and Calami- 
ties of this Life. Yer they are fo plunged, that they can life 
up themſelves again. 

I might alſo add, what thoſe ſeveral great Maſters of the 
Grezk Tongue, us Scapula, Stephanus, Schrevelius, and divers 
others, have ſaid concerning the Etymology thereof. Bur the 
Learned being ſo well acquainted therewith, I ſhall only touch 
upon it: They confirming what I have already obſerved from 
others. They tell us in their Lexicons, that Bemlile, Gs. from 
Bei7r7w, ſignifies mergo, immergo, ſubmergo, obruo ; item tings, 

od fit immergendo. To dip, to overwhelm, ro plunge of 

ip in, to drown or ſink in the Water, to overwhelm, to dip, 
or plunge; to put under, to cover clean over, Zc. And that 
P2174, Rantizo, is 4ſpergo, to ſprinkle : *Parmouss, Aſperſio, 
ſprinklin . ; 

Now theſe two diff:rent Words, do fignifie two different 
ARions : For he that is only ſprinkled, cannot be ſaid to be 
dipt, or piunged under the Water, and to come up again uu 
; 0 
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of the Watet,(when they were never ift it) as thoſe are fail ro 


do, in A#t 8. 38. They went both down ned the Water, arid 
they came" up | again; out-of the Water, !Refides, I challenge 
all rhe Learned in rhe World to ſhew one. Inftahce in the New 


"Teſt amet, that theſe words, Rantizo, Raiitiſmds, or Rantiſms, 
are ever made uſe of by the:Spirir of God}; ro-expreſs char O-- 


dinance of Baptiſm by. For they know right well char Bapro, 
and its Derivatives are always made uſe of. to expreſs ir by. 
And where they are tranſlated into Engliſh, the one is rendred 
Dipping, and, the other Sprinkling. Bur if theſe Men will 
ke-p up aPraQtiſe contrary ro Holy Scripture. and the Judg- 
ment of the moſt Learned Lexicographers and Criticks in the 
Greek Tongue, ir's their own faulr; and nor ours. | 


The Aſſcmbly of Divines Annotations. i 


Ads 8. 38. They went both down into the Water. | 

They were wont to dip the whole Body, or go down into 

the Water, as here, and Mazth. 3. 16. _ » Jt 
| Andupon Row. 6. 4. Buried with him by Baptiſm. 
See Col. a. 12. In this Phraſe the Apoſile feemeth toallude to 
the Anciens Manner of Baptiſm ; which was to Dip the Partids 
Baptized, and as it were, to bury them wnary the Warer fora 
while, and then to draw them our of it, and; lifr them ups; 
ro repreſent the Burial of our Old Man, and our ReſurreQion 
to newnels of Life. =. 

T he late Dr. Gabriel Towerſon, in his Explication of the Ca- 
techiſm of the Church of England, Part 4. pag. 20.6. ſpeaks 
largely upon it, in Vindication of the Rice of Dipping in Bap- 
tiſm ; of, which I ſhall recite ſome few Paſſages, and refer 


you co his Book for the reſt. | 


Baptiſm is intended as a Sign, and that in refpe& of the 
Manner of Application uſed ; [ mean the dipping, or plun- 
ging the Party Baptized in it. A fignification which St. Pau! 
will not ſuffer thoſe to forget, who have been acquainted 
with his Epiſtles, for which he Quotes Row. 6 4. and Cof. 
2. 12. It was performed by the Ceremony of Immerſion, 
that che Perſon Immerſed, might by chat Ceremony (which 
was no obſcure Image of a Sepulture) be minded of the pre- 
cedent Neath, asin like manner by his coming again our of 
the Water, of his riſing from that Death to Lite, after the 
Example of the Iaſtitutor thereof. 
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Then he puts this Queſtion, Whether it ought to be per- 
formed by an Immerſion, or an Aſperſion, &:? 

His Anſwer is, It may be a more material Queſtion than is 
commonly deemed by ns who have been accuſtomed to Bap- 
tize by a bare Effuſion-and Sprinkling of Warer upon the Party. 

For things which de! for their force on the meer WHl 


and Pleaſure of him who Inſtitured them, there ought (no 


doubt) great regard to be had to the Commands of him that 
did ſo ; as without which there is no reaſon we ſhoulJ receive 
the bertefit of that Ceremony ro which he has beca pleaſed 


£0 annex if, | 
. [Now what the Command of Chriſt was in this particular, - 
cannot be well doubred of by thoſe who ſhall conſider ; Firft, , 


The words of Chriſt, Marth. 28. 19. concerning it, and the 
PraQtice of thoſe Times, whether in the Baptiſm of 7ebn or our 
Saviour; for the words of Chriſtare, Thar they jhould Baptize 
or Dip thoſe whom they made Diſciples ro bim; for (fo nodoubt) 
the word bamri/ovTes, Baptizontes, properly ſignifies : Though 
zf there could be any doubt - concerning the ſignification of t 

words ' themſelves, yer would that doubt be removed by con» 
fidering the PraRtice of thoſe Times. For ſuchas was the 
Praftice of thoſe Times in Baptizing, ſuch in reaſon we-are to 


'think our Saviour's Command to have been” concerning_it, &c. 


there being not otberwiſe any means either for thoſe; or future 
Times to diſcover his intention concerning it. 4 
What the PraQiice of thoſe Times were, will need no other 
proof, than the reſorting to Rivers'and other ſuch Receptacles 
of Water for the performance of thar Ceremony, «s that be- 


cauſe there was much Water there, Marth. 3. 5. Jobn 3. 24. 


And the Scripture exprefly affirming concerning the Baptiſm 
of the Eunuch, 47; 8. 38. That Philip and the Eunich 
wenr'both down intoa certain Warer (which they met with 


410 their Journey) in order to the Baptizing of the latter. 


For what need would there have been of the Baptiſts re- 
ſorting ro 'grear Confluxes of Water ; or of Philip's and the 
Eunuch's going Gown into this, - were it not that rhe Baptiſm 
both of the one'and of the other, were to be performed by 


an Immerſion ; z'very little Water (as we know it doth with 


us} ffticing for an Effuſion of Sprinkling. © -b 

The' fame is to be ſaid yet more, upon the account of onr 
cantorming to theiDearh -and 'ReſurreRion of Chriſt, which 
we learn from St. Pau/ro be-the deſign of Baptiſm to ſignifie; 
for though rhat mighr, and was well enough repreſented by 
je Baptized Perſons being buried in Bapriſm, and their riſing 
Woh 2 « 4% in's tide 4 : vj © 3-049 | out 
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out of it; yet can'it not be {:id to be ſo, or, at Jeaft buty 


imperfeQly, by the bare pouring out, or ſprinkling the Bap» 


tiſmal Water on him. 

Bur therefore; as there is ſo much the more Reaſon to repre- 
ſent the Rite of Immerſion as the Oily Legitimate Rire of 
Baptiſm, becauſe the Only One that can anſwer the ends of its 
Inſicucion, and thoſe things that were” to be ſignified by it ; 
ſo eſpecially, if (as 1s well known, and undoubredly of great 
force) the general Pradtice of the Primitive Church was agreea- 
ble thereto, and the Greek Church to this very Day : for who 
can think that either the one, or the other, would have been 
ſo tenacious of ſo troubleſom a Rire, were ir not that they 
were well afſured (as they of the Primitive Church might 
very well be) of its being the Only Tnititured and Legitimate 
One, I cannot but think the forementioned Arguments to be 
ſo far of force, as to evince the neceſſity thereof,** c. For what 
beriefit can Men ordinarily expe& from that which depends 
for its force upon the Will of him that Inſtituted it; where 
there is no ſuch compliance in the leaſt with ic, and the Com« 
mand of the Inſticutor ; as may anfwer thoſe ends for which 
he applied it. 


Dy. Barlow, late Biſhep of Lincoln, in his T.etter to Mr. John 
' Tombes, Printed in his Life-time and owned by him. 


© He ſaith thus; T believe and know, that there is neither 
Precept nor PraCtice in the Scripture for Pzdo-Bapriſm ; nor 
any - Evidence for it, for about rwo hundred Years after 
Chrift. Sure Iam,that in the Primitive Times they were to be 
Catechumeni, and then Illuminati, or Baptizati: And this not 
only Children of Pagans, or Pagans rar x bur Chil- 
dren of Chriſtian Parents. Nazianzcn, though a Biſhop's Son, 
being not Baptized till he was about Thirty Years of Age, as 
appears in his Life. And the like is evident in ſore others, 

I have ſeen what my Learned and Worthy Friend Dr. Ham 
mound, Mr. Baxter, and others, ſay in defence of ic; and [ 
confeſs I wonder nor a licele, that Men of ſuch Parts ſhould 
ſay ſo much to fo little purpoſe; For I have not fern any 
thing like an Argument for ir. 


I ſhall add no more, but my hearty Wiſhes, That as G 
was pleaſed ro make the Hearing of the Dit; ute, of ſuch ule 
to ſeveral Perſons, that they were fully couvinced (by the 
Grace of God towards them) of the Truth of the Doftrine 


of Holy Baptiſm, and didin few Days after ſubmir them- 


| 


ſelves 
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ſelves.to.be, Dipt in Water, apon Profeſſion of their Paith, 
dccording tor the Commiſſion of our Lord -and. Saviour Jeſus 
Chriſt, That it may alſo be 6f che like uſe to many others, in 
the. Reading pf-f ; that iſo there may, be:added ro the Charch 
daily; ſuch 2s ſhall be:Sayed. And ;then my deſign will be 
anſweced in its Publication; , and. I ſhall counc it a ſufficient | 


Reward for all my Pains and Labour therein. | 
41 :* 
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